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ARTICLE VI. 


Letters concerning poetical Tranflations, &c. 


sseN the laft Paragraph of the foregoing 
+), Article we mentioned two very falfe 
Pofitions, in Derogation of the English 
Language, upon a 1 Refutation of which 
our oe enters in his eighth Letter. It is the 
former of thefe Doctrines only that is overthrown 
in that Epiftle ; as the other is in the ninth, 

Thefe Affertions, fo groundlefs in themfelves, 
and fo difhonourable to our Tongue, may owe their 
Credit, in a great Meafure, to “the Reputation of 
Voffius, who has advanced them in his Treatife de 
Poematum cantu, &c. Our ingenious Author, in his 
Examination of them, obferves, with refpett to the 
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firft Point, ** That tho’ it be very true, that our 
«« Language does not abound with Dactyls and Spon- 
«¢ dees, we have yet Words enough which are per- 
«¢ feét Iambick and Trochaick Feet; and this na- 
<< turally makes our Verfe lambick.” He inftances 
Divine, Attend, Direés, which, he fays, are as per- 
feé&t Iambicks as any Latin Words of two Syllables ; 
and fo are moft of our Monofyllable Nouns with 
their Particles: fuch as, Tbe Lord, The Man, The 
Rock. Every one, as he adds, muft perceive, ‘¢ that 
<< in all thefe Words, the laft Syllable ftrikes the 
ss Ear more than the firft ; or, in other Words, the 
s¢ Jaft is longer than the firft, which is all that 
«© makes an Iambick Latin Foot.” 

As for Trochaicks, we are no more deftitute of 
them. The following Words, People, Subjtance, 
Angels, Chearful, and the like, are all Trochaick 
Feet ; ‘* for it is eafily obferved, that the firft Sylla- 
<¢ ble dwells longer on the Ear than the latter. 

Our Author wonders that Vofius, who was a 
Canon of Windfor, did not perceive this in the 
Metre which he could not but often have heard at 
Church. 


‘© All People that on Earth do dwell, 
«© Sing to the Lord with chearful Voice. 


Suppofe, as he notes, the two Lines were al- 
tered thus, 


‘¢ All ye People that on Earth dwell, 
*¢ Sing to the Lord with Voice chearful. 


‘* Here. the natural Sound of the Words People 
“¢ and Chearful is very much alter’d, by their 
‘* being wrong plac’d; or rather the Verfe is quite 
** deftroy’d.” 

Our Author illuftrates and confirms this Point by 
two other Examples: one from: Milton; another 
from Cowley. Upon the whole he fays, 
“ it 
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s¢ Te is plain that Vofius, who came into Eng- 
‘© Jand when he was pretty much advanc’d in Years, 
«¢ and in all Probability convers’d chiefly in Latin 
‘© or French, knew nothing at all of the Pronun- 
‘s ciation of Englifh Words. We have as certainly 
«¢ Feet or Numbers in our Language, as in the 
«© Latin; and indeed the Laviz feems to be rather 
«¢ more arbitrary in this refpect than the Engl : 
«© For what Reafon can be given why M2 in Manus 
<< is fhort, and Ma in Mazes is long? Whya in 
<< amens is long, and a in amans fhort, and the 
¢¢ like of other Words, too numerous to relate ?” 

Our Author after this makes it appear, that 
all Englify Verfes are Jambick. He concludes 
with obferving, that ‘* The Particle azd, as well 
‘© as fome other Monofyllables, may be faid 
‘¢ to be common, like many Words in Latins 
‘¢ they fubmit themfelves to be alter’d by the Voice 
¢¢ in reading, and may be pronounced either long 
«© or fhort: But other Words cannot be fo mana- 
«© ged, And here (as he adds) it may be properly 
«© noted, that Milton has a very artful Way of va- 
<¢ rying his Numbers, by putting a Trochaick Foot 
‘sat the beginning of a Verfe; and the Reafon 
‘s why he could do it, is, that the Verfe is not 
‘¢ enough formed in that Place for the Ear to per- 
‘© ceive the Want of the proper Meafure.”’ The 
Examples of this kind, he tells us, are very nu- 
merous: He mentions only two. 

Having thus, in the eighth Letter, afferted the 
metrical Property of the Anglifo Language, againft 
the Slander of a Foreigner, who was in Gratitude 
“bound to fpeak at leaft as favourably of it as it de- 
ferv’d ; he proceeds in the ninth Epiftle to confute 
that other Miftake of his, afore-mention’d, wz. 
The fuperior Fitne(s of the French Tongue for bercick 
Verfe above the Englifh, 
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In Oppofition to this, our ingenious Author firft 
remarks, That what the French call Heroick Verfe, 
is the very worft fort of Verfe that can be contriv’d, 
For, as he fays, ** If the Excellence of Verfe con- 
‘¢ fifts chiefly in varying the Paufe, as it has been 
‘¢ fhewn to do in the Latin, and would do the fame 
‘ in the Greek and other Languages ; what muft be 
‘ thought of that fort of Verfification in which the 
‘ Paufe is moft ftri¢tly preferved in the fame Place 
<¢ in every Line, be it for ten or twenty thoufand 
<* together, efpecially in Verfes of twelve Sylla- 
‘¢ bles °” 

He indeed very candidly owns, that an Englifh- 
man may not perhaps be a very proper Perfon to 
make this Objection to French Verfe: He therefore 
produces upon this Head the Opinion of feveral of 
their own Writers. I fhall juft mention what he 
more fully infifts on. Roz/ard acknowledges that 
their Alexandrine Lines have too much Prattle ; and 
that it isa Fault in their Poetry that one Line does 
not run into another. The Author of the Hiftory 
of Freach Poetry confeffes, that the conftant Paufe 
in their Lines makes the Poetry tedious.—And the 
Tranflator of Quintilian fays directly, that it is 
owing to the continua] Samenefs of Numbers that 
their Verfe cannot pleafe Jong.—Our Author him- 
felf adds, ** The eternal Repetition of the fame 
ss Paufe is the Reverfe of Harmony. We had 
«© this wretched fort of Metre amoneft us formerly, 
till Chaucer, jultly ftiled the Father of Englifh 
Verfe, introduc’d a more pleafing Meafure, being 
the firft who ever wrote in rhym’d Couplets of 
ten Syllables each Line; which is now found, 
by the Experience of fo many Ages, to be the 
«© moft majeftick and moft melodious kind of 
ss Verfe.”’ In fhort, there are fome natural Im- 
p-diments, our Author fays, in their Language, which 


render it impoffible the:Fvencd fhould ever equal the 
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Englifh in Poetry. Among many that he might 
enumerate, he affigns the two following : 
1. ** Their Words do not found fo fully as ours, 
of which thefe Nouns are Examples, Gov, Diex. 
‘© Mun, L? Homme. In both the Engl:/h Words 
« every Letter is perceived by the Ear. In the 
«¢ French the firft Word is of a very contufd 
«¢ Sound, and the latter dies away in the e mute. So 
se Angels, Ange. Head, Tete. And innumerable others, 
sc And in Verbs, to love, to hate, Aymer, Hayir. 
«© In the Englifp the Sound is clear and ftrong. In 
«¢ the French the laft Letter is dropp'd, and the 
«s Words do not dwell upon the Ear like the 
“ Englifo. 

2. *¢ They have too many Particles.” This our 
Author fufficiently proves by a fingle Example from 
Milton. 


‘© So fpoke, fo wifh’d much humbled Eve, but 
‘+ Fate 

“ Subfcrib’d not; Nature firft gave Signs, impreft 

“¢ On Bird, Beaft, Air; Air fuddenly eclips’d 

“« After fhort Blufh of Morn, 


«© Now (as he fays) to put this Paffage into 
‘¢ French, all the following Particles muft be 
«s added. Le, La, Des, Les, Les, Le, Le, Un, Du. 
Of which there is not one in the Exzgliff: And 
what an Effect this would have in-Heroick 
“© Verfe, may eafily be judg’d.” 

So much for Yofias, and his French and Enlil 
Poetry. We fee, at the Clofe of this Letter, that the 
judicious Morhof had a very different Opinion from 
his upon this Head. Our Author has quoted it, as 
alfo the Judgment that learned Critic pafled upon 
our admired Cowley above fitty Years ago, which, 
he fays, agrees with that given of him lately by 
Mr. Pope in one of his Horatian Lpitties. | 
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At the Clofe of this Letter he remarks, That 
Foreigners frequently judge with more Exactnefs of 
our Countrymen’s Performances than the Generality 
of the Natives: And he thinks Fabricius entirely 
in the right, when he pronounces Dryden’s Tranfla- 
tion of Virgil, which has been fo much efteem’d 
and applauded by us, a Performance altogether un- 
worthy of the Original. The Words of that 
Writer, in Difparagement of our famous Laureate, 
are as follow, 


Sepe, Maro, dixi, quantum mutatus ab illo es ! 
Romani quondam qui fiupor Orbts eras. 
Si te fic tantum voluiffet vivere Ce/ar, 
Quam fatius, flammis te periiffe foret. 


In the tenth Letter, which is the laft, our Au- 
thor has made a very brief Recapitulation of the 
Subjects he has been handling. In the preceding 
Letters he thinks he has fufficiently fhewn, that 
Virgil and Milton had good Reafon to begin with 
Hine canere incipiam. Nunc te Bacche canam. Arma 
Virumque cano. Sing heavenly Mufe. Their Verfe, 
he fays, is all Mu/fick, and that is the Reafon why 
their Poems univerfally pleafe, and never fatiate: 
Harmony is effential to Poetry; nor will the fineft 
Senfe deferve the Name if the Verfe be not melo- 
dious. But what he chiefly hopes he has made 
out is, the noble Defcent of Rhyme; that it does 
not owe its Original to Druids, or to dreaming 
Monks, fince it is certain there is more Rhyme in 
Virgil, than there can be in any Englifh Tranfla- 
tion of his Works. The Conclufion of the whole 
Matter, as he adjoins, is this: *¢ Rhyme is certain- 
«¢ ly one of the chief Ornaments of Latin Verfe, 
«seven of Virgil’s Verfe: Moft of his wonderful, 
<s harmonious Paragraphs are concluded with a 
<«¢ full, ftrong, plain Rhyme: And if this be the 
‘ Cafe; if Virgil’s Verfe would lofe one of " 
A “ chie 








Art.6. For AUGUST, 1739. 85 


‘¢ chief Ornaments by being ftript of Rhyme, 
¢ what would Englifh Verfe do without it?—Rhyme 
¢ has many Enemies becaufe of its Difficulty, when 
¢¢ accompanied with all the other neceffary Arts 
*¢ of Verfification: It is a particular Talent which 
‘s very few are bleffed with, and ought to be ef- 
«¢ teemed accordingly : But if we give way to the 
«© Difufe of it, and even fuffer blank Verte to be 
‘¢ brought in Competition with it, Poetry will in 
‘¢ a fhort Time be loft in England, as it has been 
«© long fince in /taly, and from this very Caufe. 
‘© They have blank-vers’d Hiumer, Virgil, and 
«© Milton, and all the Clafick Poets: And if we 
‘¢ follow their Example in applauding this kind of 
«¢ Verfe, we muft expect the fame Confequences. 
‘© We fhould be the more to blame in this Re- 
‘¢ fpect, becaufe we have lately had fo many ex- 
«¢ cellent Writers of proper Verfe amongft us, as 
‘© Addifon, Rowe, Prior, and many others ; and 
ss have now Mr. Pope, Mr. Pit, &c. Milton is 
«¢ never to be mentioned as an Example in Favour 
‘¢ of blank Verfe: To fupply the Want of Rhyme 
‘¢ in him, there are fo many Arts of Verfe, fuch 
s¢ Variety of Melody, that it would require no 
<¢ {mall Volume to point them out.” 

To this our Author has hothing more, he fays, 
to add, ** But that it is a very furprifing thing, that 
‘© Milton ever undertook to write in fuch a S¢é/e as 
‘ he has madeufe of, and yet more furprifing that 
‘ he fhould be read by all forts of People, con- 
* fidering that the Stile is more properly Latin or 
© Greek than Englifh.” 

Both thefe Admirabilia he fuppofesto proceed from 
one and the fame Caufe, viz. the Englifh Bible. His 
Proof of this Point is veryingenious, The Sum of it 
is, that Milton acquired his Stile from the common 
Bible; and that this Tranflation is providentially 
adapted to the Greck aud Latin Collocation, or Ar- 
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rangement of Words. That it is fo, he proves by 
the following and fome other Texts. 

Pfalm v. 3. My Voice fhalt thou hear in the Morn- 
ang, O Lord; in the Morning will I direc Prayer 
unto thee, and will look up. 

Matthew xiii. 1. The fame Day went Jefus out of 
the Houfe, and fat by the Sea-fide. 

John ii. 11. This Beginning of Miracles did Jefus 
in Cana of Galilee. 

John xii. 16. Thefe Things under ftood not his Dif- 
ciples at the firft. 

He Remarks afterwards, that the late Dr. Clarke 
alfo certainly learnt his Way of Writing from it; no- 
thing can be more clear than his Sti/e, and yet no- 
thing can be more like the Greek or Latin, agree- 
bly tothe Englifh Bible. Ot this he produces one In- 
{tance from his Expofition of the Church Catechi/m.* 

At the Clofe of all he obferves that the Bible in 
Englifo may be properly called the Standard of our 
Language: ‘* For this Book contains a Variety of 
<< every kind of Stile, the Poetick, the Hiflorick, 
“¢ the Narrative, and all framed after the Manner 
“< of the moft learned Tongues. So that whilft 
** this Book continues to be as publickly ufed among 
«Sus as it is at prefent, the Engl:/h Language can- 
«© not receive any great Alteration ; but all forts of 
«© learned Men may write, either in Verfe or Profe, 
‘© in the moft learned Manner in their native 
‘¢ Tongue, and at the fame time be perfectly un- 
*¢ derftood by the common People. Indeed, if ever 
«¢ we fhould be fo unhappy as to be deprived of the 
“© publick Ufe of that Book, all that came with it 
«© mult go with it; and then farewell the English 
“© Language, tarewell Milton, farewell Learning, and 
‘¢ farewell all that diftinguifhes Man from Beaft.” 

* Next after the Creed are in natural Order placed the Ten Com- 
mandments. There is nothing, our Author fays, in Demoilhenes, or 
Tully, more inverted than this Paffagey and yet the meaneft Per- 


fous underfland it 5 aw/hich can proceed from nothing, but their having 
been from their Childhood accufioned to this Language in tiv Bible. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


do not go out of my Province when I take notice 
of any extraordinary Phenomenon in the Repub- 
lick of Letters; and as [uch I look upon the two 
following Pieces, figned ROMAINE. The firft of 
them is anODbd Compofition;, but the latter merits 
an other-gue/s Epithet, which I leave the Reader 
to apply. They have been already publifoed in one 
of the Evening Papers, but being defired by an 
Acquaintance of one of the Parties concerned to 
infert them in this Work, whereby be imagined 
they would come under the Notice of fome Per/ons 
whom they might otherwife efcape, and having 
obtained Mr. Warburton’s Confent, Iwas willing 
to comply with fo reafonable a Requeft ; e/pecially 
as I thought it my Duty to concur both with the 
faid Mr. Warburton and Mr. Romaine, in dif- 
playing to the World, as far as Iam able, fo rare 
an Example of Sincerity, Candour, and Politene/s, 
as appears in thefe Epifiles. The firft of them 
was written, as we fee, from Epfom, and ad- 
dre[s’d to the Author of The Divine Legation of 
Mao/es demonttrated, under this Super{cription, 


To the Rev. Mr. Warburton, at Bruton near 
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Newark upon Trent, Nottinghamfhire, by 
London. 
Here 1s a Copy of it. 


Surrey, Epfom, O&. 4, 1738. 

Reverend Sir, 
I Happened lately to meet in Company with 
fome Clergymen, where your laft excellent 
Book, The Divine Legation of Mofes, was the 
Subject of their Difcourfe: As I had read it 
more than once, with a great deal of Pleafure, 
‘sand 
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and had ever admired your elegant Stile, great 
Learning, and Strength of Argument, and had 
been ufed to hear the fame Praifes from others, 
I was very much furprifed to hear thofe, whom 
I:imagined from their Character to be Men of 


«: good Senfe, and that ought to commend and 
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encourage whatever tended to promote true Re- 
ligion, fpeak with great Diftefpect of your Per- 
formance. I thought myfelf concerned to defend 
the Truth, and to my great Satisfaction I found, 
upon a fhort Inquiry, that what they advanced 
affe€ted nothing which you had already writ, 
but what you had promifed ; Here was large 
Room for Mirth, and one could not but laugh at 
‘ the Oddne/s of fome Men’s Tempers, who are fo 
ridiculous as to cenfure what they have never 
feen, and to condemn what tt is impofible they 
fhould yet judge of. When they faw how unjuft 
their Reflections were, that they might not (like 
true Difputants) feem to give up the Point, they 
attacked even the Propofition which you have 
promifed to demonftrate ; and I muft ingenuouf- 
ly confefs, that they put fome Queries to me, 
which I, being no great Proficient in Divinity, 
was not able to anfwer. This, and the Oppor- 
tunity of returning my GRATEFUL ACKNow- 
LEDGMENTS for what you have wrote, was the 
Occafion of the Trouble I now give you; and 
as you are the only Perfon I have heard of, who 
has thoroughly confidered this Subject ; as your 
Charaéter is concerned in the Affair, and as I 
would (if it was in my Power) hinder the leaft 
Fault from entering your finifhed Performances, 
and could wifh that Envy 1TsELF MIGHT BE 
pumB, I hope you will favourably interpret 
my fending you thefe (which are to me, tho’ not 
to you) Difficulties, and oblige me with an An- 
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{wer to them, if ever an idle half Hour thould 
lie heavy on your Hands. 
ss They firft mentioned the Parable of Dives 
and Lazarus; Dives defived Abrabam to fend 
Lazarus to his Brethren, left they fhould comé 
into that Place of Torments, and to affure them 
that there was fuch a State: The Anfwer is, That 
if they believe not Mofes and the Prophets, that 
neither would they believe tho’ one rofe from the 
Dead. Then there is greater Evidence for this 
Truth in Mofes and the Prophets, than a Meflage 
from the other World would be, 
“© John v. 39. Search the Scriptures, for in them 
ye think ye bave eternal Life, and they are they 
which teftify of me. All the Scriptures teftify 
of Chrift and Mofes, Ver. 46, 47. in a particular 
manner ; fo they had, or thought they had, e- 
ternal Life in his Writings. St. Paul preach’d 
a Refurrection of the Dead and future State, 
on Mo/fes’s Authority, as ffs xxvi. 22, 23. 
Witneffing both to {mail and great, faying nowe 
other things than thofe which the Prophets and 
Mofes did fay fhould come: That Chrift fhould 
fuffer, and that he foould be the firft that fhould 
(which implies that others were to) rife from the 
Dead. And what, adds one of the Company, 
did Mofes affirm that Chrif# fhould fuffer, and 
rife from the Dead, afd that others after him 
fhould arife? And doth St. Pag] affirm he doth 
fay fo? And will the learned Warburton cenfure 
the Chriftian Writer? All I could Anfwer was 
to this Effect, that thofe Objections proved no- 
thing, unlefs they could produce a Paffage from 
Mo/es himfelf, where he mentioned a future State. 
To this it was anfwered, that thefe Texts fuppofe 
it was or ought to be there: That the Law was 
Spiritual, Rom. vii. 14. That they (Jews) had 
Prophets continually to teach them the Spiritual 
: | , | “6 Meaning 
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Meaning of it: That Angels often appeared : 
That God himfelf very often fpoke to them: 
That the Gofpel was preached to them, Hebd, 
iv. 2. that Hebd, ix..fuppofes all the Types Spi- 
ritual, and that this was fignified to the Fews, 
as Chap. vili. 5. and x. 1. They afked me in 
what the Image of God in ddam confifted ? 
What was the Meaning of the Tree of Life ? 
The Reafon given for the Prohibition of Mur- 
der? What is 4bel’s Sacrifice, was it not in 
Faith he offered—Faith in what? What is 
Enoch’s Tranflation? What means, they were 
gathered to their Fathers, flept with their Fathers, 
fc. fo often ufed ? What means the whole 11th 
Chapter of Hebrews, and Ver. 35 in particular, 
where St. Pau] having mentioned thofe who ac- 
tually did fee the Promifes afar off, fays, that 
they expected a better Refurrection ? And laftly, 
does Chriff argue fairly, Matt. xxii, 31. con- 
cerning the Refurrection, if he does, it follows 
by a logical Inference, that Z./es enforces the 
Obfervance of the Law by the Hopes of a fu- 
ture State ? 
‘© There are to me many Difficulties in thefe 
Points, which I confefs I could not anfwer, 
having neither Learning nor Acquaintance e- 
nough in the ancient Languages ; but I hope to 
fee them all cleared up by you, and flatter my- 
felf that you will not think you aét out of Cha- 
racter, when you inform the Ignorant, confirm 
the Wavering, and oblige aSINCERE ADMIRER. 
If you would be fo good as to think any thing 
Ihave faid worthy your Notice, and would con- 
defcend to write one Word to fix my Doubts, 
you will lay the GREATEST OBLIGATION 
on your conftant Reader, and moft humble Ser- 
vant, 
W. Romaing. 
After 





Art.7. For AUGUST, 1739. gI 


After this Letter, we find in the General Even- 
ing-Poft (May 24,—26, 1739,) where it is 
printed, the following Paragraphs relating to 
it. 


N.B. Mr. Warburton, on the Receipt of this 
Letter, not being able, by all the Inquiry he could 
make, to find out who this W. Romaine was, re- 
turn’d him a very fhort, but very civil Anfwer ; in 
which, however, he gave him to underftand, that 
it was anecefflary Part of the Argument of the 
Divine Legation, &c. to prove that the Fathers, 
Patriarchs, and Prophets, of the Fewifh Line, had 
a Knowledge of a future State, and the Redemp- 
tion of. Mankind by the M:/fabh. 

But unluckily, Mr. Romaine’s Letter was wrote 
after, and tranicribed from his Sermon, as fhould 
feem from feveral fimilar Periods. For Inftance, 
fpeaking of the Parable of Dives (as he calls him, 
both in the Sermon and Letter) and Lazarus, 
Page 25. he has thefe Words, to be found likewife 
in the Letter, Zhen there is greater Evidence for 
this Truth in the Writings of Moles and the Pro- 
phets, than even a Meffage from the other World 
would be. Again, Page 26. Doth Moles then fay 
that Chrift was to fuffer and toarife from the Dead? 
And doth St. Paul affirm that be doth fay fo? And 
can any Chriflian, after this, doubt whether fuch 
Doétrines are really taught by Mofes? And again, 
Page 6. Many firong and unanfwerable Arguments, 
which fuppofe that it (a future State) is, and prove 
that it ought to be there, (in the Law of Mo/es.) 

So that it appears, the End of Writing his Let- 
ter was to avoid the Imputation of being /o ridicu- 
lous, (as he well exprefles it) as to cenfure what be 
had never feen, and to condemn what it is impoffible 
he foould yet judge of. This, he hoped, a Reply 
to his Difficulties would in fome Meafure prevent. 

Accordingly, 
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Accordingly, two or three Hints given him in the 
Aniwer to bis Letter, (which might have kept him 
from making himfelf ridiculous) have ferved this 
Purpofe, and he has produced them as common Ob- 
jections to his Notions: Page g6. he introduces 
one of them in this Manner, But if it fhould be 
faid, as it often bas been, Sc. 

Laftly, Mr. Warburton, in Juftice to his Reve- 
rend Brethren, thinks fit to declare, that he does 
not believe one Word of what the faid Mr. Romaine 
writes of a Converfation with them on the Subject 
of his Book. He is too well acquainted with their 
Candour and Learning, to think they could ever 
afford an Opportunity to this benevolent Gentleman, 
to laugh at the Oddne/s of their Tempers, 8c. but 
takes it for granted, that this worthy Man had no 
other Meaning than to conceal his own kind Jy. 
tentions, under a falfe Accufation of his Brethren. 


The foregoing Letter, in the Hand-writing 
of Mr. Romaine, is to be feen at Mr. Fletcher 
Gyles’s, Bookfelicr, in Holbora. 





The 
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The Publication of the preceding Epifile by Mr. War- 
puRTON, andthe en/uing Remarks happen’ d,it feems, 
to offend Mr. Romaine; who, a few Day; after, 
notified his Refentment to the World, by a Liter in 
the General Evening-Poft for June2—5. his 
is @ Performance that can hardly be ParallePé 
amongft the Produéttions of any other Clergyman, 
and is the propereft Supplement that can be to the 
celebrated Oxtord Sermon, preach’d fome time ago 
by the fame Reverend Gentleman. 1am perfuaded, 
there is not one of my Readers who will be of a 
different Opinion, when be has perufed it as bere 
enfuing. 


To the Author of the General Evening-Poft. 


SIR, 


S Mr. Warburton hath violated the Rules of 
Decency, by publifhing in your Paper of 

May 26, a private Letter of mine without my 
Leave, I think it neceffary to fay, that the Notes 
upon the Letter cannot be allowed to be an Anfwer 
to any thing advanced, either in the Letter or the 
Sermon, but were defigned to take off People’s At- 
tention from the Points in Difpute, to a Perfo- 
nal Quarrel. I have no bad Opinion either of 
Mr. Warburton’s Capacity or Learning ; but he 
might have made a better Ufe of them, than to 
think he deferved, or that I meant in earue/? thofe 
Compliments in the Letter, as he did, or at leaft, 
fays he did. He fays, he gave me fome Hints in 
his Letter, which might have hinder’d me from 
making myfelf ridiculous; I fuppofe he means by 
publifhing my Sermon. If I fhould be provoked 
to publifh his Letter to me, and my Anfwer to it, 
it would then fufficiently appear who is ridiculous ; 
but 
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but unlefs Neceffity forces me, I fhall not anfwer 
him any more in that /ow Way, which he and his 
Bookfeller have chofen to difpute in. Whether I have 
anfwered any thing, which he hath not publifhed, 
may be feen from his Title Page, The Divine Lega- 
tion of Mofes demonftrated from his Omiffion of a 
future State, and his Abridgment of the fecond 
Volume in the Appendix to the //liance. He fup- 
pofes the Converfation was falfe: If he pleafes to 
anfwer the Sermon, or to advance any thing new 
upon the Subject, he will find that it was not falfe, 
but that there are Numbers of Clergymen who un- 
derftand the Subject, and are ready to defend it 
againft him. 

uere, Hath not Mr. Warburton recanted his 
whole Scheme, as delivered in the Appendix to the 
Alliance, and the fecond Propofition of the Divine 
Legation, inthe firft Paragraph of his N. B. 

— Where he fays, «* It was a neceffary Part of 
“the Argument of the Divine Legation, &c; to 
«< prove that the Fathers, Patriarchs and Prophets 
“of the Fewifh Line, had a Knowledge of a 
«© Future State, and the Redemption of Mankind 
“ by the Meffiah.” 

W. ROMAINE. 


This Letter would bear a very curious and enter- 
taining Comment: Nay, I doubt not but an Edition 
of it by itfelf, cum notis variorum, which might fill 
a moderate Volume, would do the Editor a great 
deal of Honour, and abundancly recompenfe his Tvou- 
ble. He will find a noble Scope for the Exercife of 
bis own Genius. He may leave to others, Grammati- 
cal Niceties, and employ himfelf in defcanting upon 
the Logic of the firft Period; the Probity and Can- 
dour that fhine fo con{picuoufly in the fecond; the Bra- 
very and Generofity that appear fo eminently in the 
third 5 the Sagacity and Subtilty of the reft ; and 
tie 
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the uncommon Modefty, notwithftanding the Ele- 
gance and Graces, of the whole. Much do I wifh, 
that I had Leifure and Ability for fo laudable an 
Undertaking ; but as indeed I have not, I muft con- 
tent myfelf with being in a lower Degree inftrumental, 
for conveying to the World an Idea of Mr. Romaine’s 
moft excellent moral as well as natural Accom- 
plifbments. 
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ARTICLE VIII. 


Among the extrinfic Recommendations of that 
new and accurate Edition of the Profé 
Writings of Mr. John Milton (lately pub- 
lifhed by A. Millar, oppofite St. Clement’s 
Church in the Strand, London) the Life 
of that incomparable Perfon, compiled by 
the Reverend and Learned Mr. Thomas 
Birch, and prefixed thereto, is very confi- 
derable. This Article fhall confift of an Ab- 
ftraét of his Account ; which may be regarded 
as an Improvement on thofe Memoirs of that 
admired Author, which were drawn up many 
Years fince, by Toland, and on thofe alfo lately 
compiled by the elder Mr. Richardfon, and 
placed in the Front of his and his Son’s Expla- 
natory Notes and Remarks on Paradife Loft ; 
of which lat an Epitome was printed in the 
Republick of Letters for January 1735. 


R. Fobn Milton (according to Mr. Birch) 

was defcended of an ancient Family of that 

Name at Milton, near Abingdon in Oxford/hire.. His 
Grandfather, being a zealous Papift, difinherited his 
H Son, 
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Son, the Father of him we are writing of, on ac- 
count of his embracing the Proteftant Religion 
when he was young, which obliged him to retire 
to London, where he applied himfelf to the Bufinefs 
of a Scrivener, and by his Diligence and Oeconomy 
gained a competent Fftate. He was a Man of a 
good Tafte in Mufick, in which he made fo confi- 
derable a Progrefs, that he is fatd to have com- 
pofed an Jn nomine of forty Parts; for which he: 
was rewarded with a gold Medal and Chain by a 
Polifo Prince to whom he prefented it. 

He married Sarah, of the Family of the Caftons. 
She was a Woman of incomparable Virtue and 
Goodnefs, and by her Mr. Milton had two Sons. and. 
one Daughter. The eldeft Son was named Joun, 
the Subject of the prefent Hiftory; the younger 
CHRISTOPHER, who being defigned for the Study of 
the Common Law of England, was enter’d young 
a Student of the Jnner Temple, of which Houfe le 
lived to be an ancient Bencher ; and kept clofe to 
that Study and Profeffion all his Life-time, except 
during the Civil Wars in England ; when he adhered 
to the Royal Caufe, and became obnoxious to the 
Parliament, by acting ro the utmoft of his Power 
againft them, fo long as he kept his Station. at 
Reading in Berkfbire ; and therefore as foon as that 
‘Fown was taken by the Parliament-Forces, he was 
obliged to quit his Houfe there, and fteer’d his 
Courfe according to the Motion of the King’s Army. 
When the War was ended, and his Compofition 
made through his Brother’s Intereft with the then 
prevailing Powers, he betook himfelf again to his 
former Study and Profeffion, following Chamber- 
Practice every Term; yet came to no Advance- 
ment in a long Time, except a {mall Employment 
in the Town of Jp/wich, where and near ithe fpent: 
all the latter Time of his Life. In the: beginning 
of the Reign of King Fames I]. he was recom- 
mended 
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tnended by fome Perfon of Quality to his Majefty ; 
and at a Call of fix Serjeants received the Coit, aid 
the fame Day was {worn one of the Barons of the 
Exchequer, and knighted ; and foon atyer made one 
of the Judges of the Common-Pileas. But his Years 
and Indifpofition. rendering him unable to bear the 
Fatigue of publick Employment, he continued not 
Jong in either of thofe Stations ; but, obtaining his 
Quietus, retired to a Country-L,ife, his Study and. 
Devotion. . Anne, the only Daughter of Mr. Foha 
Milton the elder, had a confiderable Portion giver 
her by her Father, in Viarriage with Mr. Edward 
Phillips, Son of Mr. Phillips of Shrewsbury. By 
him fhe had, befides other Children, two Sons; 
fFobn and Edward. She married for her fecond 
Hufband Mr. Thomas Agar, who had by her two 
Daughters, Mary; who died very young, and 

Anne, who was living in the Year 1694. 
’ But to return to him who is the principal Sub- 
ject of thefe Extraéts ; all who have wrote of him. 
agree in celebrating the uncommon Progrefs he made 
in his Studies while at School, from whence he was. 
fent to the Univerfity of Cambridge at feventeen 
Years old, He was enter’d of Chrift’s. College. 
where, in the year 1625, wheré he, was put under. 
the Tuition of Mr. William Chappel, afterwards 
Bithop of Rofs im /reland. He had already given 
Proofs of his early Genius for, Poetry. He was. 
extremely belov’d and admir’d by the whole Uni- 
yerfity, and perform’d his Academical Exercifes 
with great Applaufe, fome of which are ftill ex-, 
i among his Poems on fevcral Qccafious, and at the 
ind of his Familiar Letters. In 1628 he took the. 
egree of Bachelor of Arts. He then left the Col- 
Igge, to the great Regret of moft of his Fellow 
Students. For the Space of five Years after, -he. 
lived, for the moft part,, with his Father and Mo-. 
ther at their Houfe at HJortom near Colebreok itt 
i Bucking- 
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Buckinghamfbire, whither his Father, having got 
an Eftate to his Content, and lefe off all Bufinefs, 
was retired. Here, at full Leifure, he read over 
all the Greek and Latin Writers; making now and 
then a Vifit to London, to buy Books, meet his 
Friends from Cambridge, or learn fomething new 
in Mathematics or Mufic, with both which he was 
extremely delighted. 

Upon the Death of his Mother, he obtained 
Leave of his Father to travel. He fet out for 
France, accompanied only by one Man, who 
attended him through all his Journey. At Paris he 
waited upon the Lord Scudamore, Ambafiador there 
from King Charles I. His Lordfhip received him 
with great Civility ; and, underftanding that he had 
a Defire to make a Vifit to Hugo Grotius, Minifter 
from Chriftina, Queen of Sweden, at the French 
Court, fent feveral of his Attendants to wait upon 
him, and introduce him in his Name to that Great 
Man. After a few Days, not intending to make 
the ufual Tour of France, he took his Leave of the 
Lord Scudamore, who gave him Letters to the Eng- 
lifo Merchants refiding in any Part through which 
he was to travel, wherein they were requefted to do 
him all the good Offices that Jay in their Power. 
From Paris he haftened on his Way to Nice, where 
he embarked for Genoa, from whence he went to 
Leghorn and Pifa, and fo to Florence. In this City 
he ftaid two Months, during which Time he con- 
tracted an Intimacy with feveral Perfons of the 
higheft Diftinction for Learning and Quality, and 
was daily prefent at their private Academies, which 
they held, according to. the laudable Cuftom of 
italy, for the Improvement of Learning and 
Friendfhip.— 

From Florence he proceeded to Sienna, and from 
thence to Rome, where he ftaid about two Months, 
and became acquainted with feveral learned Men, 
particu- 
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particularly Lucas Holftenius, Keeper of the Vatican 
Library, who fhewed him all the Greek Authors, 
whether publifhed or otherwife, which had paffed 
through his Correction; and introduced him to 
Cardinal Barbarini, who, at an Entertainment of 
Mufick performed at his own Expence, waited for 
him at the Door, and introduced him into the Af- 
fembly. To thank HAfolffenius for thefe Favours, 
Milton wrote the ninth of his Familiar Letters, 
dated at Florence, March 30, 1630. 

From Rome he travelled to Naples, where he was 
introduced by a certain Hermit, who accompanied 
him in his Journey from Rome thither, to Giovanni 
Baptifta Manfo, Marquis of Villa, a Neapolitan by 
Birth, a Perfon of great Quality and Merit, to 
whom Za/ffo infcribed his Dialogue of Friendfhip, 
and whom that Poet makes honourable Mention of 
in his twentieth Book of his Gieru/alemme con- 
quiftale. The Marquis received Milton with ex- 
traordinary Refpeét and Civility, and went himfelf 
to fhew him all the remarkable Places in the City, 
vifiting him often alfo at his Lodging. 

He was now preparing to pafs over into Sicily 
and Greece, when he was diverted from his Refolu- 
tion by the fad News of a Civil War breaking 
forth in England; efteeming it an unworthy Thing 
for him to be taking his Pleafure in Foreign Parts, 
while his Countrymen were contending at home for 
Liberty.* However, he refolved to fee Rome once 


* It is very probable, that Mr. Milton might chufe to have 
this thought the fole Motive of his Return to England ; and per- 
haps the ‘Troubles that were then threatning ‘o overwhelm his 
Country, might render him too folicitous for his own Patrimony 
in it, to be eafily abfent ; or they might determine his Father 
to recall him ; byt I very much queition whether his Virtue or 
Self-denial were at that Age fo great as is here infinuated : I can 
very readily fubfcribe to the Sublimity of Mi/ton’s Genius, the 
‘Tranfcendency of his Faculties, and the rich Variety of his 
Erudition ; but I confefs I find in myfelf no Inclination to allow 
him any other good Qualities. oo 


H 3 more ; 












seo The Worxs of she LEARNED. Art. 8. 


more; and though the Merchants gave him a Can- 
tion, that the Jefuits were framing Defigns againft 
him, by reafon of the Freedom which he uted in 
his Difcourfes about Religion, yet he ventur’d to 
go thither the fecond time; determining with him- 
{elf not to begin any Difcourfe about Religion ; 
but being afked, not to diffemble his Sentiments, 
He ftay’d two other Months in that City, neither 
concealing his Name, nor declining openly to de- 
fend the Truth, when any thought proper ‘to attack 
him. Notwithftanding this, he returned fafe to his 
Friends at Florence, who received him with great 
Joy and Affection. Here he abode as long as he 
had done before, except an Excurfion of a few Days 
to Lucca ; and then croffing the Apennines, he paffed 
through Bononia and Farrara to Venice, where ha- 
ving {pent one Month, and fhipped off the Books 
which he had colleéted in’ his Travels through /a/y, 
he came through Veroua, Milan, and along the 
Lake Leman to Geneva. In this City he contraéted. 
an intimate Friendfhip with Giovanui Deodati and 
Frederic Spanheim, both Profeffors of Divinity 
there. “He returned through France by the fame 
Way which he paffed in going to /taly 5 and after 
having been alfent trom Hagland about a Year and 
three Months, arrived fafe in his own Country 
About the Time of the King’s fecond Expedition 
again{t the Scors, and not lang before tlre calling of 
the Itong, Parliament. ry Pe 

I pafs over what Mr. Birch has’ related of 
Mr. Jdilton’s Manner of Life, after his Return to 
England; of his firft Marriage ; the Elopement of 
his Wife; his enfuing Reconciliation to her, upon 
her Repentance and Submiffion, and other do- 
meftick Occurrences: fo I muft a‘great Part of that 
curious, ample, and inftructive Hiftory of his Wri- 
tings, with which that learned Gentleman entertains 
is Readers; fetting forth the Dates, the Titles, the 
7 principa! 
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principal Matters therein treated, the Reafon of their 
Compofition, their Reception by the Publick, and 
their feveral Editions. There is only one of thefe 
Performances that I fhall here take notice of, viz. 
the Pro Populo Anglicano Defenfio contra Claudit 
Anonymi ahas Salmafii Defenfionem Regiam: Lon- 
don, 1651, in Fol. Something is faid of this moft 
celebrated Work in p. 30°0f that Prefent State of 
the Republick of Letters to which this Article, as { 
have already noted in the Preamble, is to be confi- 
der’d as fomewhat related; but the Hint is there 
fo brief and unfatisfactory, that it. will by no 
means invalidate Mr. Birch’s larger Account of it. 
He begins with the Occafion thereof. } 
. King Charies II..(fays he) had engaged Claudius 
Salmafius to write a Defence of his Father, the late 
King ; which Defence was printed in 1649, with 
this Title, Defenfio Regia pro Carolo 1. ad Carolum Il. 
Salmafius was at that Time-an honorary Profeffor 
at the Univerfity of Leyden, and eminent for his 
Pliniane Exercitationes in Solinum, and other critical 
Writings, and is allow’d to have been a Man of the 
moft extenfive Learning of any in that Age, Gro- 
tius himfelf.fpeaking of his Cou/ummatifima Eru- 
ditio ; though as Herman Conringius obferves, his 
Defenfio Regia did not anfwer the Expectation con- 
ceived of it, and he was always remarkable for an 
Haughtinefs of Temper and Virulence of Style, 
Claudius Sarvavius, Counfellor in the Parliament 
of Paris, and an intimate Friend of Salmajius, in a 
Letter dated to him at Paris,Feb. 18, 1650, exprefies 
his Surprife, that he fhould write in the Preface to 
his Defenfio with fo much Zeal in Defence of the 
Bifhops of England, when he had, in another Work 
of his, de Presbyteris €F Epifcopis, printed at Leyden 
1641, in 8vo, under the fictitious Name of Wallo 
Meffalinus, attack’d them with the utmoft Acri- 
‘mony ; which he obferves might expofe him to the 
: H 4 Impu. 
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Imputation of a Time-ferver, who paid no Regard 
to Truth itfelf. And in another Letter, dated at 
Paris, March 5, of the fame Year, he reminds 
him. of this Inconfiftency, which would make his 
Sincerity queftioned. Sz/mafius having wrote an 
Anfwer to Sarravius upon this Point, the latter re- 
plied, and obviated all he had urged in his own Vin- 
dication ; telling him alfo, he had now in his laft 
Piece confeffed the Fault wherewith he was charged, 
and had entirely ruined the Reputation he formerly 
had, as a Man of aninfiexible Di/pofition,who, like the 
God Terminus, would not give way to Jove bimfelf. 

As foon as Salmafius’s Book appeared in Eng- 
land, the Council of State unanimoufly appointed 
Mr. Milton to anfwer it. On the firft Ap- 
pearance of his Reply, he was vifited or in- 
vited by all the Ambafladors at London, from 
crown’d Heads, as well as popular States ; and was 
particularly efteemed by Adrian Paaw, Ambaf- 
fador from the United Provinces. He was highly 
complimented at the fame time by Letters from the 
moft ingenious Perfons in Germany and France ; 
and Leonard Philaras, an Athenian born, and Am- 
baffador from the Duke of Parma to the King of 
France, wrote a fine Commendation thereof, and 
fent him his Picture. He was rewarded with a 
thoufand Pounds for this Performance.* 

It was tranflated into Englifh by Mr. Wafbington, 
and printed in 1692, in 8vo. In 1652 Sir Robert 
Filmer publifhed fome Remarks upon it in a Piece, 
printed -at London in 4to, and intitled, Odferva- 
sions concerning the Original of Government, upon 
Mr. Hobbes’s Leviathan ; Mr. Milton againft Sal- 
mafius ; H, Grotius de Jure Belli. | 


_™* It is no Wonder he flould be fo rewarded by thofe who em- 
p ov’d him ; bat the Conduét of the Ambafladcrs here men- 
sion’d was moit fcandalous and. inexcufable. 


Salmfis 
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Salmafius made a great Figure at this Time in 
the Savedifo Court, whither Queen Chriftina invited 
all the moft eminent Men of Learning in Europe. 
But no fooner had Milton’s Defence of the People of 
England reach’d Sweden, and was read to the 
Queen at her own Defire, but Sa/majius, who till 
then had been her chief Favourite, and who, when 
he firft faw the Book, fwore that he would deftro 
Milton and the whole Parliament, declin’d fo oe 
in her Efteem and the Opinion of others, that he 
thought it not proper to continue longer there, and 
was difmiffed with extraordinary Coldnefs and Con- 
tempt. He died at Spa in Germany, Sept. 3. 1652, 
leaving a pofthumous Reply to Milton, which was 
publifhed at London in 1660, in 4fo, under the 
tollowing Title ; Claudii Salmafii ad Foannem 
Miltonum Refponfio, Opus Pofthumum. The Dedi- 
cation to King Charles II. by Salmafius’s Son 
Claudius, is dated at Dijon, Sept. 1. 1660. This 
Book is written with a prodigious Severity of Style. 
He treats Milton as an ordinary Schoolmafter, Qué 
ludimagifter in fchola triviali Londinenfi fuit ; and 
charges him with divorcing his Wife after a Year’s 
Marriage, for Reafons beft known to himfelf, and 
defending the Lawfulnefs of Divorce for any Caufes 
whatfoever. He ftyles him impura Bellua, que 
nibil hominis fibi reliqus fecit preter lippientes oculos ; 
and charges him with fome falfe Quantities in his 
Latin Fuvenile Poems ; and throughout the whole 
Book gives him the Titlesof Bellua, fanaticus Latro, 
Homunculus, Lippulus, Caculus, Homo perditiffi- 
mus, Nebulo impurus, Sceleftus audax &§ nefarius 
Alaftor, infandus Impoftor, &c. and declares that he 
would have him tortured with burning Pitch or 
{calding Oil till he expired. 

In 1651, there was publifhed in 12m0, a Piece 
intitled, Apologia pro Rege €f Populo Anglicano 
contra Fobannis Polypragmatici (alias Miltoni ae 

efen- 
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Defenfonem defiruttivam Regis et Populi Anglican: 
Some fuppofed this Treatife to be written by one 
anus, a Lawyer of Gray’s-/om; and others by 
r. John Bramball, Bithop of Derry, made Arch- 
bifhop of rmagh in Ireland after the Reftoration, 
But there was no Probability of its being the Work 
of that Prelate; it being hardly imaginable, that 
a Piece written in fo. barbarous a Latin Style, and 
fo full of Solecifms, could come from the Hands 
ef a Man of fuch diftinguifh’d Abilities and Learn- 
ing. But whoever the Author was, the Book was 
thought fit to be refuted, and Mr. Miltoz, not 
thinking it worthy his own Undertaking, to the 
Interruption of his more valuable Studies, commit- 
ted this Tafk to the youngeft of his Nephews ; but 
with fuch exaét Emendations before -it went to the 
Prefs, that it might very well have paffed for his, 
but that he was willing the Perfon that took the 
Pains to prepare it for his Examination and Polith- 
ment, fhould have the Honour of the Performance. 
Jt was accordingly printed at London in 1652, un- 
der this Title, Fohannis Philippi Anzli Ref{ponfie ad 
Apologiam anonymi cujufdam Tenebrionis pro Rege 
€§ Populo Anglicane infantifimam. In this Book 
Mr. Fobu Philips every where treats Dr. Brambail 
with great Severity, as the Author of the Apology. 
. During the writing and publifhing of this Book, 
Miiton lodg’d at one Thomfon’s, next Door to 
the Bull-Head Tavern at Charing-Cro/s, opening 
into the Spring-Garden ; from whence he fhortly re- 
moved to an Apartment in Scotland-Yard ; here his 
third Child, a Son, was born, which, through the 
ill Ufage or bad Conftitution of the Nurfe, died 
an Infant. From this Apartment, whether he thought 
it not healthy, or otherwife inconvenient for his Ufe, 
he foon removed to a Garden-Houfe in Petty-France 
in Wefiminjter,. next Door to the Lord Scudamore’s, 
and opening into St. Fames’s Park, where he re- 
mained 
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mained eight Years, from the Year 162 till within 
a few Weeks of the Reftoration. In this Houfe 
his frft Wife dying in Child-bed, he married a fe- 
cond, Catherine, the Daughter of Captain Woods 
cock of Hackney, who within a Year died alfo in 
Child-bed, and was about a Month after followed 
by her Child, which was a Girl. This fecond 
Marriage was about two or three Years after his 
being wholly deprived of his Sight. | | 
uft before the Reftoration he was remoyed from 
his Office of Latin Secretary, which had been con- 
ferred on him by the Commonwealth, foon after the 
Murder of the King, and which he had continued 
in through the feveral Viciffitudes of the State, till 
the Approach of that og Revolution. He was 
now obliged to leave his Houfe in Petty-France, 
where, for eight Years before, he had been vifited 
by all Foreigners of Note, and many Perfons of 
Quality ; nt by the Advice of his Friends ab- 
fconded, till fuch time as the Event of publick Af- 
fairs fhould direét him what Courfe to take, Ac- 
cordingly he retired to a Friend’s Houfe in Bar- 
tholomew-Clofe, near Weft-Smithfield, till the Act 
of Oblivion came forth. The Benefit of this he 
artook of, though he had render’d himfelf fo ex- 
Remon obnoxious to the then prevailing Party, 
that he had the utmoft Reafon to fear he fhould be 
excepted out of it. By what Means, and by whofe 
Interefts he came to be included, may be feen, 
p. 32 of The Prefent State of the Repudlick of Let- 
ters afore-mention’d. _ 
: The Act of Indemnity paffed duguft the 29th, 
1660, In December following, Mr. Miltox was in 
Cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms of the Houle of 
Commons: ‘Mr. Birch could not difcover on what 
Account he was confined ; but that he was fo, ap- 
pears certainly from fome Minutes in the Books of 
that Hout, 
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Being fecured by his Pardon, he appeared again 
in Publick, and removed to Fewen-Street, near 
Alder fzate-Street, where he married his third Wife, 
Elizabeth, the Daughter of Mr. Minfbul of 
Chefbire, recommended to him by. his Friend 
Dr. Paget, of Coleman-Street 5 but he had no Chil- 
dren by her. She died at Nantwich in Chefhire a 
few Years ago. 

It is plain, that Milton lived in Fewen-Street in 
1662, from a Pafage in the Life of Thomas Ell- 
wood, an eminent Quaker, who tells us, ** That ha- 
‘< ving filled a publick Station in the former Times, 
‘< he lived now a private and retir'd Life in Fewene 
‘¢ feet London; and having wholly loft his Sight, 
«© hekept always a Man to read to him, which was 
«¢ ufually the Son of fome Gentleman of his Ac- 
«¢ quaintance, whom, in Kindnefs he took to im- 
«¢ prove in his Learning.” Mr. Ellwood was re- 
commended to him by Dr. Paget, and went every 
Day in the Afternoon, except Sunday, and read to 
him fuch Books in the Latin Tongue as Milton 
thought proper. ‘* At my firft fitting to read to 
«© him (fays Mr. Ellwood) obferving that I ufed 
«¢ the Englifb Pronunciation, he told me, if J 
would have the Benefit of the Latin Tongue, not 
only to read and underftand Latin Authors, but 
<< to converfe with Foreigners either abroad or at 
<< home, I muft learn the Foreign Pronunciation. 
«© To this I confenting, he inftruéted me how to 
«¢ found the Vowels, fo different from the common 
«© Pronunciation ufed by the Englifh, who fpeak 
« Anglicé their Latin, that (with fome few other Va- 
‘< riations in founding fome Confonants in particular 
«¢ Cafes, as ¢ before e and é like ch, /e before? like 
« fb, €Fc.) the Latin thus fpoken feemed as diffe- 
rent from that which was delivered as the Eng- 
‘¢ Jifh generally fpeak it, as if it were another 
«¢ Language.— This Change of Pronunciation 
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«< prov’d a new Difficulty to me. It was now 
«cs harder to me to read, than it was before to un- 
«¢ derftand when read. But 


Labor Omnia Vincit 
Improbus, 





‘ 


“~ 


‘ and fo did I; which made my reading the more 
‘ acceptable to my Mafter. He, on the other 
«¢ hand, perceiving with what earneft Defire I pur- 
«s fued Learning, gave me not only all the En- 
«© couragement, but all the Help he could; for, 
‘s having a curious Ear, he underftood by my 
¢ Tone, when I underftood what I read, and when 
‘ I did not; and accordingly would ftop me, exa- 
‘¢ mine me, and open the moft difficult Paffages 
‘© to me.” 

It was not long after Ailton’s third Marriage, 
that he remov’d to an Houfe in the “rtillery-Walk 
leading to Bunhill-Fields, which was his laft Stage 
in this World; but it was of many Years Con- 
tinuance, more perhaps than he had had in any 
other Place befides. When the Plague began to in- 
creafe in London, in 1665, Mr. Ellwood took a {mall 
Houfe for Milton and his Family at St. Giles Chal- 
font, in Buckinghamfbire ; and after the Sicknefs 
was over, and the City well cleanfed, and became 
fafely habitable again, A4Z:/ton returned to London. 

It was probably during his Refidence here, that 
he compofed a Sonnet on Occafion of the Plague, 
which was lately difcover’d on a Glafs Window at 
Chalfont, and communicated to Mr. Birch by 
Mr. Richardfon, who received it from Mr. Pope. 
This Sonnet evidently fhews the Hand of its Au- 
thor, and is as follows: 
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“ Fair Mirrour of foul Times! whofe fragih 
“ Sheen | . 

“ Shall as it blazeth, break ; while Providence 

“<< (Aye watching o'er his Saints with Eye unfeen ) 

“ Spreads the red Rod of angry Peflilence, - 

“ Jo fweep the Wicked and their Counfels hence ; 


“ Yea, all-to-break the Pride of lafiful Kings, 
“< WVbo Heaven's Love vejet? for brutifb Senfe; 

“ As evft be fcourg’d Jeflides’ Sin of Yore 

“ For the fair Hitite,when on Seraph’s Wings 

“ He fent him War, or Plague, or Fasmine fore. 


His Paradife Loft was now finithed, for when 
Mr. Ellwood vifited him at St. Giles Chalfomt,: Msiton 
lent him the MSS. of it, that he might read it over; 
and give him his Judgment of it. When Mr. &ii- 
qwvood returned it, AZilton afked him how he liked it, 
and what he thought of it; “ which I modeftly, 
‘< but freely told him (fays Mr. Elkoood ;) and af- 
“ ter fome further Difcourfe about it, I pleafantly. 
“¢ faid tohim, Thou baft faid much of Paradife Loft ; 
‘© but what haft thou to fay of Paradife Found ?. 
«© He made me no Anfwer, but fat fome Time in a 
“© Mufe; then broke off that Difcourfe, and fell 
“ upon another Subje&t.” When Mr. E//wood af- 
terwards waited upon him in London, Miiton fhewed 
him his Paradife Regain’d, and in a pleafant Tone. 
faid to him, This is owing to you; for you pat it in 
any Head by the Queftion you put to me at Chalfont ;: 
which before I bad mot thought of. Mr. Philips, 
Milton’s Nephew, informs us, that the Subject of 
Paradife Loft was firft defign’d for a Tragedy ;, 
“‘ and in’the fourth Book of the Poem (fays he), 
‘* there are ten Verfes, which, feveral Years before. 
“¢ the Poem was begun, were fhewn to me, and fome, 
“ others, as defign’d for the very beginning of aT 
és fat 
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“ {aid Tragedy.” The Verfes are the thirty-fecond 
and nine following Lines of that Book. 

There are fevetal Plans, Mr. Bisch tells us, of 
Paradife Loft in the Form of a Tragedy in Mr. AG 
ton’s own Hand-writing in a MS. in Trinity-College 
Library, which contains likewife a great Variety 
of other Subjeéts for Fragedics: Of this MS. 
Mr. Birch has given us an exact Copy. 

The aforemention’d Mr. Philips has recorded an- 
other very remarkable Circumftance concerning 
Paradife Loft, which’ he had a particular Reafon,, 
he fays, to remember ; and this is, shat im all the 
Years Milton was about st, be wrote no Part of it 
but between the autumnal and vernal Equinoxes; and 
this becaufe his Vein never happily flowed but during 
that Seafon, whatever he attempted at other Times 
being never to bis Satisfaction, though he courted bis 
Fancy never fomuch. Mr. Pbilps reports this Mat- 
ter in fuch a Way, as would make one think he could: 
not be miftaken with refpeét to the Thing in gene- 
ral, that is, the Intermiffion of Midtow’s Vein; 
but there is great Reafon to:believe he err’d as to the 
Period of it, Milton himielf, in a Latin Elegy, 
written in his twentieth Year, upon the Approach 
of the Spring, declaring that his poetick Talent re 
turned therewith, | 

A Friend of Milton’s.likewife inform’d Mr, To- 
land, that he could never compofe well but in the 
Spring and Autumn. But Mer. Richardfon is of 
Opinion, that neither Mr. Philips’s nor Mr, Toland’s 
Informer are abfolutely in the right; nor can he’ 
imagine, “ that a Man, with. fuch a Work in his 
“© Head, can fufpend it for fix Months together, or’ 
“* but one, though it may go on more flowlys but’ 
*< it muft go on” The fame Gentleman tells. us, 
that when Milton dictated, he uled to fit leaning 
backward. obliquely in an cafy Chair, with bis Leg 
Shung over. the Elbow of it, that he frequently com- 


pofed 
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pofed lying in Bed in a Morning ; and that when he 
could not fleep, but lay awake whole Nights, he 
tried ; not one Verfe could he make: at other times 
flowed eafy his unpremeditated Verie, with a certain 
Impetus and CEftrum, as himfelf feemed to believe ; 
then, at what Hour foever, be rung for his Daughter 
to fecure what came. I bave been alfo told, be would 
diftate many, perbaps forty Lines in a Breath, and 
then reduce them to half the Number. 

Mr. Birch has given us an ample and circumftan- 
tial Hiftory of this admirable Work : A Perform- 
ance that has fixed an Honour upon the Englifh 
Tongue and Nation; that has parallel’d, nay, in 
fome Refpeéts, exceeded the moft celebrated Pro- 
ductions of the Greek and Roman Poets; the 
Writer’s Genius not inferior to theirs, his Subject 
vaftly fuperior, and his Language raifed almoft 
to an Equality with that they ufed. Several Par- 
ticulars relating to the Publication of it, are to be 
‘found in The Prefent State of the Republick of Let- 
ters aforemention’d, p.44, 45, €fc. But there are 
others that Mr. Birch has infifted on, not there 
taken notice of, which may afford the curious Reader 
fome Entertainment. Thus, 

Among the Editions of it which he mentions, is 
Dr. Richard Bentley’s, in Quarto, printed at London 
in 1732. Inthe Preface to which that Critic has 
given a very tragical Account of the barbarous 
Treatment this Poem underwent, through the Blind- 
nefs of its Author, before its Introduction into the 
World. He tells us, ** The Friend or Acquaint- 
“s ance, whoever he was, to whom Milton com- 
“ mitted his Copy, did fo vilely execute that 
“ Truft, and the overfeeing of the Prefs, that 
‘© Paradife, under his Ignorance and Audacioul- 
«* nefs, may be fajd to be twice lof. A poor 
«© Bookfeller, then living near Alderfgate, purchafed 
«¢ the Copy for ten Pounds, and (if a fecond Edi- 
“e tion 
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<< tion followed) for five Pounds more, as appears 
‘< by the original Bond yet in being. This Book- 
« feller, and that Acquaintance, who feems to have 
“ been the fole Corrector of the Prefs, brought 
‘¢ forth their firft Edition, polluted with fuch mon- 
« ftrous Faults, as are beyond all Example in any 
«« other printed; Book.—But thefe typographical 
«« Errors, occafion’d by the Negligence of his Ac« 
¢ quaintance (if all may be imputed to that, and 
‘ not feveral wilfully made) were not the worft 
«© Blemifhes brought upon our Poem. For this 
fuppofed Friend knowing Milton’s bad Circum- 
“© {tances ; who, vii, 26. 


“ 


co 


tad 
’. 


«© Was fall’n on evil Days and evil Tongues, 
‘© In Darknefs, and with Dangers compafs’d 
‘¢ round, 


«s And Solitude, 


- 


‘ thought he had a fit Opportunity to foift into his 
‘¢ Book feveral of his own Verfes, without the 
‘ blind Poet’s Difcovery.” He afterwards obferves, 
that the Proof-Sheets of the firft Edition were never 
read to Milton; who, unle/s he was as deaf as 
blind, could not poffibly let pafs fuch grofs and palpa- 
ble Faults. Nay, the Edition, when publifbed, was 
never read to him in feveral Years. The firft came 
out in 1667, and a fecond in 1674, in which all 
the Faults of the former are continued, with the 
Addition of new ones. This Edition of Dr. Bentley, 
Mr. Birch tells us, was attack’d by feveral Writers, 
particularly by Dr. Zachary Pearfe, who obferves, 
that in the Emendations which Dr. Bentley offers a; 
from bimfelf, be never ventures further than to pro 
pole Words of like Sound, which a blind Poets Ear 
may be prefumed to have been fometimes miftaken iv; 
when the Proof-Sheets were read to him; and hiv 
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from the Alteration of the Points, in which it is not 
improbable, that Milton trufted much to the Care of 
the Printer and Revifer. We remarks next, that 
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he cannot agree with Dr. Bentley, that there was 
any fuch Perfon of an Editor as made Alterations, 
and added Verfes at his Pleafure in the firft Edi- 
tion of this Poem; becaufe the Account which 
Mr. Toland gives us of Milton's Life will not 
leave us room to fufpeét, that he wanted one, 
or indeed many learned Friends to have done 
him Juftice on this Occafion: Moft probably 
feveral of his Acquaintance, we are fute that 
fome of them, had had'the Perufal of the Poem 
before it was publifh’d ;: and would none of them 
have difcover’d it to Milton, if he had received 


‘fuch an Injury ? Would none have warned him 


of the bold Alterations, time enough at leaft to 
have prevented their being continued in the fecond: 
Edition, publifhed likewife in the Poet’s Life- 
time. Befides, the firft Edition of Paradije 
Regain’d appear’d in 1671 ; and Dr. Bentley lays, 
that this Edition 1s without Faults, becaufe Milton 
was then in high Credit, and had changed bis 
old Printer and Supervifor. How far this Changing. 
his Printer might contribute to make the firft Edi- 
tion of this Poem more correct than the firft Edi- 
tion of Paradife Loff, we cannot certainly fay ; 
but it may be afk’d of the Dotter, why AZiton’s 
{till higher Credit in 1674, when the fecond 
Edition of Paradife Loft appear’d, could not 
have procur’d him the fame Supervifor, or one 
at leaft as good ? 

Mr. Birch has fpecified the feveral Editions of 


this inimitable Poem ; as alfo the Tranflations that 
have been made of the whole, or particular Books 
of it, by different Hands. He has likewife col- 
leéted the Encomiums it has extorted from the beft 


Judges, divers of which were in their Principles 


diametri- 
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diametrically oppofite to its Author. He has after- 
wards given us a very compleat Hiftory of the reft 
of Mr. Mi/ton’s Works: ‘To which he has fubjoined 
a Variety of Paflages, defcriptive of his Perfon, 
his Charaéter and Family , and, in the laft place, 
has furnifhed us with a more exaét Account of his 
Children and Defcendants than has ever been afore 
given ; communicated to him by Mr, Fotn Wurd, 
F.R.S. and Profeffor of Rhetorick in Grefham 
College, London, who received it from one of 
Mr. Milton’s. Grand-daughters, Here is the Sub- 
{tance of it: 

_ Mr. Miltonhad by his firft Wife four Children, one 
Son and three Daughters. The Son died an Infanr; the 
Daughters all furvived him, They were named ée, 
Mary,and Deborah. dune married a Mafter-Builcder, 
and died of her firft Child, which died with her; Adary 
lived fingle ; Deborah married Mr. Abraham Clarkes 
aWeaver in Spittle-Fields, and died duguft 24, 17273 
in the 76th Year of her Age. She had ten Chil- 
dren, viz. feven Sons and three Daughters. But 
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none of them had Iffue, except one of her Sons, ec 
named Caleb, (who alfo had two Sons) and the et 
youngeft. Daughter, whofe Name is Elizabeth. This a 
Jaft married Mr. Thomas Fofter, a Weaver, and lives ee 
now in Pelbam-Street, in Spittle-Fields: She has i 
had feven Children, who are all dead. ite 
Mr. Ward faw Mrs. Clarke, Milton’s Daughter, he 
at the Houfe of one of her Relations; not long be- we 
fore her Death, when fhe informed him, ‘* that fhe ME ) 
‘© and her Sifters ufed to read to their Father in ie 
“* eight Languages ; which, by Praétice, they were ie 
‘* capable of doing with great Readinefs and Accu Bat 
‘¢ racy ; thotigh they tinderftood none of the Lan- { i 
‘© puages they read except the Exglifh ; and their Fa a 
‘* ther ufed often to fay, in their hearing, Owe Tongue i ik 
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o 


was enough for a Woman. None of them were 
ever fent to School, but all taught at home by a 
J 2 “6 Miftrefs 
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© Miftrefs kept for that Purpofe. J/aiah, Homer, 
“¢ and Ovid’s Metamorphofis, were Books which 
“¢ they were often called to read to their Father ; 
«< and at my Defire, fhe repeated a confiderable 
‘© Number of Verfes from the Beginning of both 
‘¢ thefe Poets with great Readinefs. I knew who 
«¢ fhe was upon the firft Sight of her, by the 
«© Similitude of her Countenance with her Father’s 
«© Picture. And, upon my telling her fo, fhe in- 
‘© form’d me that Mr. Addifon told her the fame 
«¢ thing, upon her going to wait upon him. For 
‘¢ he, upon hearing fhe was living, fent for her, 
‘¢ and defired if fhe had any Papers of her Father’s, 
<¢ fhe would bring them with her, as an Evidence 
<¢ of her being Mr. Milton’s Daughter. But ime 
«© mediately, upon her being introduced to him, 
«he faid, Madam, you necd no other Voucher ; 
“© your Face is a fufficient Teftimonial whofe Daugh- 
‘s tery you are. And he then made her a handfome 
«¢ Prefent of a Purfe of Guineas, with a Promife 
«© of procuring for her an annual Provifion for her 
«© Life ; but he dying foon after, fhe loft the Bene- 
‘<s fit of his generous Defign. She appear’d to be 
<< a Woman of good Senfe and a genteel Behaviour, 
«© and to bear the Inconveniences of a low Fortune 
‘© with Decency and Prudence.” 

After Mr. Birch had this Information, he vifited 
Mrs. Foffer, the above-mention’d Mrs. Clarke’s 
Daughter, from whofe Mouth he had the following 
Particulars, which fhe had often heard from her 
Mother ; who, meeting with very ill Treatment 
from Milton’s latt Wife, left her Father, and went 
to live with a Lady, whom fhe called Lady Merian. 
This Lady going over to /reland, and refolving to 
take Mi/ton’s Daughter with her, if he would give 
his Confent, wrote a Letter to him of her Defign, 
and aflured him, that as Chance had thrown bis 
Daughter under ber Care, foe would treat her no 
other- 
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otherwife than as bis Daughter and her own Com- 
panion. She lived with this Lady till her Marriage, 
and came over again to England during the Trou- 
bles in /reland, under King ames 1; = Milton’s Wi- 
dow, though fhe owned that he died worth 1500/. 
yet allowed his three Daughters but 100/. each. 
Mrs. Fofter further informed our Author, ‘ that 
“© Milton’s Father was born in France; that Mil- 
‘© ton loft 1000/. by a Money-Scrivener, whom he 
¢¢ had intrufted with it; and that an Eftate of about 
‘© 60/. per Ann. at Weftminfter, was taken away 
‘¢ from him at the Reftoration, it belonging to the 
¢¢ Dean and Chapter there ; that his fecond Wife 
«¢ did not die in Child-bed, as Mr. Philips and 
«© Mr. Zoland relate, but above three Months after, 
of a Confumption ; that he kept his Daugh- 
«¢ ters at a great Diftance, and would not allow 
‘¢ them to learn to write, which he thought un- 
«¢ neceffary for a Woman; that he feldom went 
<< abroad in the latter Part of his Life, but was 
«© conftantly vifited even then by Perfons of Di- 
‘¢ ftinction, both Foreigners and others ; that there 
¢¢ were three Pictures of him, the firft painted while 
«¢ he was at School, the fecond when he was about 
‘© twenty-five or twenty-fix Years of Age, and the 
<< third when he was pretty well advanced in Age ; 
‘¢ that her late Majefty Queen Caroline fent his 
‘© Daughter, Mrs. Clarke, fifty Pounds ; and that 
‘¢ fhe received feveral Prefents of Mpney from other 
«¢ Gentlemen.” 

I have not, in the foregoing Abftract, taken any 
Notice of Mr. Milton’s Writings, excepting his Con- 
troverfy with Salmafius, and Paradife Lof. I will 
here therefore adjoin a Paragraph or twe, wherein “a 
I fhall recite the general Titles of all tho‘e other t 
Pieces which Mr. Birch has mention’d in the Courfe 


of his Memoirs, with the Dates of their Publica- 
tion and Editions, 
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In the Year 1623, when he was fifteen Years of 
Age, he tranflated the 114th and 136th Pfalms into 
Englifo Verfe. In his fixteenth Year he wrote a 
Latin Ode wpon the Death of the Vice-chancellor of 
Cambridge, and in his feventeenth Year, a Copy of 
Englifo Verfes on the Déath of his Sifter’s Child, 
who died of a Cough; and a Latin Elegy on the 

eath of the Bifhop of Winchefter, and another on 
that of the Bifhop of E/y. Then alfo it was, that 
he compofed his beautiful Latiz Poem on the Gun- 
powder-Treafon. In his nineteenth Year he wrote 
the‘feventh of his Latin Elegies. In 1629 he wrote 
an excellent Ode on the Morning of Chrift?s Nativity 5 
and in 1630 his Verfes on Shake/pear, printed with 
the Poems of that Author at London, in1640. In 
1634 he wrote his Ma/que perfermed before the Prefi- 
dent of Wales at Ludlow Caftle: In 1637 there 
was an Edition of it in 4t0. In November 1637 
he wrote his Lycidas, in which he laments the Death 
of his Friend, Mr. Edward King, who was drown’d 
in his Paffage from Cheffer on the Jrifb Seas: It was 
printed the Year following at Cambridge in 4to, 
in a Collection of Latin and Englifo Poems on 
Mr. King’s Death. In 1641 he publifhed in 420 
two Pieces, one intitled, Of Reformation touching 
Church-Difcipline in England, and the Caufes that 
Litherto have hinder’d it. In Two Books. The other, 
Of Prelatical Epifcopacy, and whether it may be de- 
duced from the Apoftolical Times by virtue of thofe 
Tcftimonies, which are alledsed to that Purpofe in 
fome late Treatijes , one whereof goes under the Name 
of James ‘Archbifbop of Armagh. His next Per- 
formance was, The Rea/on of Church-Government 
urged againft Prelacy. In two Books: This alfo was 
printed at Loudon, 1641, in 4to; as was likewife his 
adnimadver fions’ upon the Remonftrants Defence a- 
gaint Smefymuus, The Year after, 1642, he pub- 
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Iifhed in 40, n Apology for Smectymnus, with 
the Reafon of Church-Government. 

In 1644 came out in 4to his famous Traét, 
The Doéirine and Difcipline of Divorce. A fecond 
Edition of it was publifhed the fame Year, under 
this Title: Zhe. Doétrine and Difcipline of Divorce 
reftored, to the Good of both Sexes, from the Bondage 
of the Canon Law, and other Mijftakes, to the true 
Meaning of Scripture.in the Law and Gofpel compared. 
Wherein alfo are fet down the bad Confequences of 
punifbing, or condemning of Sin, that which the Law 
of God allows, and Chrift abolifo’d not. Now the fe- 
cond time revifed and much augmented. To the Par- 
liament of England, with the Affembly. The Author, 
J. M.—The fame Year he fet forth, in 410, Zhe 
Judgment of Martin Bucer concerning Divorce. Writ- 
ten to Edward the Sixth, in bis fecond Book of the 
Kingdom of Chrift. And now Enghth’d. Wherein a 
late Book, reftoring the Doéirine and Difcipline of 
Divorce, is bere confirm'd and juftify’d by the Au- 
thority of Martin Bucer, Zo the Parliament of Eng- 
land. Pudblife’'d by Authority.—In 1645 he pub- 
lifhed, in 4t0, Zetracherdon: Expofitions upon the 
four chief Places in Scripture, which treat of Marriage, 
or Nuilities in Marriage, on Gen.i, 27, 28. Com- 
pared and explained by Gen. ii. 18, 23, 24. on Deut. 
XXIV. 1, 2. 0” Matt.v. 31, 32. with Matt. xix. from 
ver. 3. to the 11th; on 1 Cor. vii. from the 10th to 
the 16th. Wherein the Dottrine and Difcipline of 
Divorce, as was lately publijhed, is confirmed by Ex- 
planation of Scripture, by Teftimony of ancient Fa- 
thers, of civil Laws in the primitive Church, of fa- 
moufeft reformed Divines ; and lafily, by an intended 
Aé of the Parliament and Church of England, ix 
the laft Year of Edward the Sixth. By the former 
Author J. M.---In this fame Year, 1645, he fet 
forth, in 4t0, Colafterion: A Reply to a namele/s An- 
{wer againft The Doétriae and Difcipline of Divorce. 
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Wherein the trivial Author of that Anfwer is difco- 
ver'd, the Licenfer confer’d with, and the Opinion 
which they 11 aduce defended. 

About this time Mr. Mi/ton wrote a {mall Piece, 
printed in one Sheet in 4¢0, under this Title, Of Edz- 
cation. To Ma/ier Samuel Hartlib: It was reprinted 
at the End of his Poems upon feveral Occafions, 
London 1673, in 8vo.—In 1644, he publifhed his 
Areopagitica: A Speech of Mr. John Milton for the 
Liberty of unlicenc?d Printing, to the Parliament of 
England. Froma MS. 

In 1645, his juvenile Poems appear’d under this 
Title; Poems of Mr. John Milton, doth Englith 
and Latin, compos'd at feveral Times. Printed by 
his true Copies. The Songs were fet in Mufick by 
Mr. Henry Laws, Gentleman of the King’s Chapel, 
and one of bis Majefty’s private Mufick, &c. The 
Latin Poems have this peculiar Title prefix’d: 
Foannis Miltont Londinenfis Poemata. Quorum 
pleraque intra annum /Etatis vigefimum confcripfit. 
Nunc primum edita. | 

In February 1648-9, he publifhed Zhe Tenure of 
Kings and Magifirates ; proving that it is lawful, 
and hath been held fo through all Ages, for any who 
have the Power to call to account a Tyrant or wicked 
King, and, after due Convittion, to depofe and put 
bim to death, if the ordinary Magiftrate have neg- 
leéied or denied to doit, and that they who of late 
fo much blame depofing, are the Men that did it 
them/felves.—Not long after this he wrote his Od/er- 
vations on the Articles of Peace between James Ear! 
of Ormond for .King Charles the Firft on the one 
fland, and the \rith Rebels and Papifts on the other 
Hand; and on a Letter fent by Ormond to Co- 
donel Jones Governour of Dublin; and a Reprefenta- 
tion of the Scots Presbytery at Belfaft in Ireland, — 
{t was fhortly after this, that he was ordered by the 
Council of State, who had newly appointed = 
their 
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their Latin Secretary, to write an Anfwer to Emoy 
pasidim, which had been publifhed immediately 
after King Charles 1’s Death under his Majefty’s 
Name. This Anfwer was printed at London in 410, 
under the following Title, EIKONOKAAZTHS, 
in Anfwer to a Book intitled EIKQN BASIAIKH, 
The Portraiture of his Sacred Majefty in his Soli- 
tudes and Sufferings, The Author J. M. pudlifbed 
by Authority. 

It is here we fhould have recited the Titles of 
Mr. Milton’s Writings in the Salmafian Difpute, 
but that we have already taken notice of them in 
the Courfe of this Article; we fhall therefore pro- 
ceed to thofe of a pofterior Date. 

In 1655 there was publifhed in 410, Scriptum 
Dom. Protettoris Reipublice Anglie, Scotie, Hi- 
bernie, Bc. ex confenfu &S fententia Concilii [ui edi- 
tum; in quo hujus Reipublice Caufa contra Hispa- 
nos jufta effe demonftratur. Londini excudebant 
Henricus Hills & Johannes Field, Jmpreffores Dom. 
Proteétoris. This Piece, from the peculiar Ele- 
gance of the Stile, as our reverend Editor remarks, 
appears to have been drawn up in Latin by Milton, 
whofe Province it was, as Secretary to Cromwell in 
that Language; and is reprinted in Mr. Millar’s 
beautiful and accurate Edition of his Works, to 
which this Article relates. 

In 1659 he fet forth 4 Treatife of the Civil Power 
in Ecclefiaftical Caufes ; andanother Tract, intitled, 
Confiderations touching the likelieft Means to remove 
Hirelings out of the Church. W’berein is alfo dif- 
cours'd of Tithes, Church-Fees, Church-Revenues, 
and whether any Maintenance of Miniflers can be 
fettled by Law. | 

Upon the Diffolution of the Parliament by the 
Army, after Richard Cromwell had been obliged to 
refign the Protectorfhip, Milton wrote a Letter! to 
General Monk, containing The prefent Means and 
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brief Delineation of a Free Commonwealth, eafy to 
be put in Prattice, and without Delay. In February 
1659—60, as Anthony Wood tells us, he publithed 
his Ready and eafy Way to ehablifh a free Common- 
wealth ; and the Excellence thereof compared with the 
Inconveniences and Dangers of re-admitting King fbip 
in the Nation. Soon after this he printed his Brief 
Notes upon a late Sermon, intitled, The Fear of God 
and the King: This Sermon, Mr. Birch informs 
us, was preach’d by Dr. Matthew Griffith at Mercer’ s 
Chapel, March 25th, 1660, on Prov, xxiv. 21. 
In 1661, he publifhed his Accedence commencd 
Grammar, and a Tract of Sir Walter Raleigh, en- 
titled Aphorifms of State, both in 8vo. — 

Here I fhould recite the Title and fpecify the E- 
ditions of Paradife Loff, if that Work had not been 
afore fpoken of in this Article, as well as in The 
prefent State of the Republick: of Letters tor Fanu- 
ary 1735. I goon therefore to Mr. Milton's later 
Writings. | | 

In 1670 he publifhed at London, in 4to, his Hi- 
fiory of Britain, that Part efpecially now called Eng- 
Jand. From the firft traditional Beginning, continued 
to the Norman Conguc/t. Colletted out of the an- 
cienteft and beft Authors thereof. It is reprinted in 
che firft Volume of Dr. Kennet’s compleat Hiffory of 
England. It makes a Part alfo of that excellent 
Edition of his Works now before me, and therein is 
mnferted a confiderable Paffage, which had been fup- 
prefs’d in all the former Copies of it. 

In 1671 he publifhed Paradife Regain'd. A 
Poem, in 1V. Books. To which is added, Samfon 
<gonifies. Pavradife Regain'd was tranflated into 
french, and printed at Paris, 1730, in 12mo0, under 
the Title of Le Paradife reconguis, traduit de? Ang- 
dois de Milton; avec quelques antres de Pieces de 
Poefies. 
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In 1672 he fet forth Artis Logice plenior Jiftitu- 
tio, ad Petri Rami Methodum concinnata; and the 
Year following, a Difcourfe, intitled, Of srue Reii- 
gion, Herefy, Schifm, Toieration, and what beft 
means may be ace againft the Growth of Popery. 
He publithed likewife the fame Year Poems, &#c. 
upon feveral Occafions, both Englith and Latin. 
Compofed at feveral Times. With a /malj Traétate 
of Education, to Mr. Hartlib. 

In 1674 his Epiftolarum Familiarium Lib. 1. and 
Prolufiones quedam Oratorie in Collegio Chrifti babi- 
te, were printed at Loudon in 8ve. Mr. Berch fur- 
ther acquaints us, that befide the Works already 
mentioned, he was prevailed upon by the Dar: 
Refident to get-his State-Letters tranfcribed, which 
were printed at London in 1676, in 12m0;, and 
tranflated into Engii/h, and printed at London 1694. 

He tranflated likewife out of Latin into Englifh, 
The Declaration of the Poles concerning the Elec.. 
tion of their King Zohn III. which came out in 
4to, and wrote the brief Hiftory ef Aéu/feovie, -and 
of their lefs known Countries lying eaftward of Ruj- 
fia as far as Cathay; printed 1682, in 8ve. 

After this Abftraét of the Lite of Mr. Milton, 
and Account of his Writings, I can fay nothing 
concerning that ‘excellent Edition of his Hi/torical, 
Political, and Mi/fcellaneous Works, which | men- 
tioned inthe Preamble to this Article, but what fol- 
lows, viz. That it makestwo Volumesin Folio, printed 
ona fine Paper, and beautiful Type: The Treatifes 
therein contained are difpofed according to the Order 
in which they were firft printed ; with the Addition 
of a Tract omitted by Mr. ToLann, concerning 
the Reafon of the War with Spain in 16565, and fe- 
veral Pages (as I have afore faid) in the Hiftory of 
Britain, expunged by the Licensers of the Prefs, 
and not to be met with in any former Jmpreffion. 
The Memoirs of the Author, prefixed thereto, of 
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which I have here inferted a brief Epitome, com- 
prife, befides the Particulars given us by Tolant 
and others, many never before printed, with feve- 
ral Pieces now firft publifhed from the original 
Manutcripts of Mri Ton: And thereto is annexed an 
Appendix, for clearing up the Queftion concerning 
the true Author of EIKQN BAXIAIKH. Fronting the 
Title Page is his Pourtrait, curioufly engraven by 
Mr. Virtue from a Drawing by Mr, Ricuarp- 
son, after a Buft done for him in his Life-time, 
Laftly, To the Whole is adjoined a copious A/pha- 
betical Index, which no other Edition has, 





ARTICLE MIX: 


Remarks upon the Miftakes committed by fome 
Learned Writers, in relation to the famous 


Paffage of Virgil, Book tke 8th, Ver. 670, 
Secretofque Pios, his dantem ‘fura Catonem, 


Errorum eft plurima Turba 
Multiplicefque Vie — 





By Cuarvtes Lamotte, D.D, 


‘Tz 


HIE Reafon of my not attending upon our 

agreeable Literary Society laft Zhur/day, was 
an Invitation I received from my worthy Friend 
Mr. 4. to meet {ome Company to dine at his Houfe. 
Our Entertainment, according to Cuftom, was very 
elegant and handfome: But, as the /talians fay, Il 
meglior Piatto era la Cortefia e affabilita del’ Ofte. 
The beft and moft agreeable Part of the Feaft was 
the courteous, polite, and obliging Manner of our 
Hoft. We {pent the Day, Sir, with great Pleafure 
and Delight, and wanted nothing but your good 
Company 
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Company to make us entirely happy. Nifi quod 
non fimul effes ceteri leti. For you know Mr, & 
is not one of thofe Country ’Squires, who are ne- 
ver pleafed nor eafy but when Bottle and Glafs go 
round; who confine their Friends to the Legibus 
infanis of {wallowing Bumpers, and drinking fair, 
which I call drinking foul; who think they can ne- 
ver make their Guefts truly welcome, without fend- 
ing them away as merry and gay as themfelves , 
fad Mirth and wretched Gaiety! He does not enter- 
tain his Company with the Talk of Horfes and Dogs, 
of Foxes and Hares, but always flings into the 
Converfation fomething ufeful and profitable, re- 
lating to Mathematics, Hiftory or Philofophy, or 
fomewhat diverting and entertaining, relating to claf- 
fical Learning and polite Literature. As I believe 
you will be pleafed to hear how we pafs’d the Af- 
ternoon, I will tell you, Sir, that 


Poftquam exempta Fames, &c. 


when the Cloth was removed, and Church, King, 
and the Royal Family had chearfully gone round, 
our Friend, who never goes without fome polite 
Author about him, pull’d a Virgi/ out of his Pocket, 
and turning tothe 8th Book of the #weis, ver. 670. 
where the Poet reprefents Cato prefiding over the 
Souls of the Juft and Pious in the E/y/az Fields, 


Secretofque Pios, bis dantem Fura Catonem. 


faid he wondered that a Perfon of fo much good 
Senfe and Judgment as Virgi/, who was fo polite a 
Courtier and fo great a Matter of Civility and Ad- 
drefs to his Prince, which he fometimes carried 
even to an excefs 3 as for Inftance, when, in his firft 
Fclogue, he declares that 4ugu/tus fhould ever be his 
God, that he would often facrifice a Lamb upon his 
Altar, and twelve ‘Vimes a Year offer Victims at his 
Shrine; or, aswhen, inahigher Strain, he ene 
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afks him, in the firft of the Georgics, where he 
would chule to reign as Tutelar God after his Death : 
whether he would rule over this lower World, pre- 
fide over the Fruits of the Earth, direct the Wea- 
ther and Seafons of the Year, and hear the Prayers 
and Vows of the Hufbandmen? Or whether he 
would chufe to have Dominion over a rougher Ele- 
ment, would accept of the Command of the Sea, 
which he was fure Thetis was reddy to. refign 
to him with her Daughter, there hear the Prayers 
of Sailors and “ariners in their Diftrefs, and ex- 
tend his © /aritime Empire to the remoteft Parts of 
the World? Or laftly, whether he would chufe 
to make his Refidence in Heaven, there take his 
Place in the Zodiack, among the reft of the Cele- 
ftial Signs, between the Virgin® and the Scorpion, 
whieh laft, out of Refpect, was already drawing in 
his Claws to give him fufficient Room in that glo- 
rious Circle? Which Compliment he thought was a 
Note beyond E/a in his Judgment, a little border- 
ing upon fulfome Flattery, and could not be very 
agreeable to the judicious and delicate Ears of Au- 
gulls, if the Character which Horace has given of 
im was jutt: 


Cui male fi palpere recalcitrat andiq; tutus. 


He faid farther, that he could not conceive how one 
that had been fo vaftly obliged to /uguffus, and 
had received fo many Favours from him ; nay, in- 
deed was indebted to him for his Life and Fortune, 
could fo much forget himfelf, and be guilty of fuch 
a want of Decorum and Regard towards him, as 
to beftow the higheft Encomium upon a Man who 
was {o difaffected to his Family, who had been fo 
inveterate an Enemy to Fulius Ce/ar his Uncle and 
* The Ancients for a great while did not know the Sign Libra 
or the Ballance, which is between Virgo and Scorpio, and rec- 
kxoned at firft but eleven S:gns in the Zodiack. . 
adoptive 
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adoptive Father, to whom he ow’d the Empire of 
the World; who had endeavoured to involve him 
in the Guilt, and by Confequence in the Fate of the 
Cataline Confpirators ; who had oppofed him in all 
his Meafures, perfifted in this his Oppofition to the 
laft, and ftabb’d himfelf rather chan he would fub- 
mit to Ce/far. 

This, he faid, had often given him fome Uneafi- 
nefs with regard to Virgi/, for whom he always had 
a juft Value and Efteem. He defired therefore to 
hear our Opinions about that Difficulty, and to fee 
whether any thing could be faid to clear up the 
Matter, and to vindicate the Poet. As I happen’d 
to fit pretty near him, he defired to hear my 
Thoughts about it; from which for two Reafons § 
defired to be excufed. Firft, that as there were 
fome of my Seniors in Company, Men of greater 
Age, Learning, and Capacity than myflelf, I 
thought it would not become me to declare my 
Sentiments before them. Secondly, That I feared 
I fhould be a little fingular in my way of Think- 
ing, and was firft willing to hear what the other 
Gentlemen had to fay; that if I found their Rea~ 
fons full and fatisfactory, I might fupprefs my own 
Thoughts, and conceal my Opinion. My Excufe 
was allowed to be jaft. 

Then Mr. B. who fat next to the Chair, being. 
defired to give his Opinion, declared he could not 
find any Difficulty ac al} in the Cafe propofed by 
Mr. 4. nor perceive the leaft want of Prudence and 
Decency, nor the leaft Difrefpeét in the Poet to his 
Prince in this Encomium he had beftowed upon 
Cato; whofe ftrict and rigid Virtue the Romans 
had always had the utmoft Veneration for. Befides, 
he faid Virgil could not but know that Auguffus 
was a Perfon of too much Senfe, and too right a 
way of Thinking, and withal too generous a Prince 
to formalize himfelf at this, and to refent fuch a 

Compliment 
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Compliment paid to the Character of Cato, who 
had now been dead fo long as to have all his Faults, 
if he had any, entirely buried and forgot. This 
Solution of Mr. B. met with Applaufe from fome 
of the Company: But Mr. C. who fat oppofite to 
him, declared he could not come into that Opinion, 
and that he was perfuaded that this Verfe was alla 
Banter and Sneer of the Poet upon Cato, whofe 
Virtue being too ftri¢t and rigid for the Maxims and 
Politicks of this World, he had affigned him a 
Place in another Society that was not to be found 
upon Earth. And he believed * that Tu/ly had this 
very Thought in view, when he faid that Cato in 
his Council thought himfelf in the Republick of 
Piato not among the Lees of the People of Romu- 
Jus. He added, that this had been the Opinion of 
the famous Cardan, which had been followed by the 
judicious Mr. Montagne, and which he contefs’d 
long fince he had embraced himfelf altogether. 
This not fatisfying the Company, Mr. D. who was 
call’d upon to fpeak next, endeavoured to moderate 
the Matter, and to fteer a middle Courfe, by faying 
he thought the Poet here might have two different 
Ends in View. Firft, that as he was a Republican 
in his Heart, which Mr. Dryden has proved beyond 
Difpute, he might think thus to gratify his Friends, 
and yet exprefs himfelf fo artfully at the fame Time 
as not to give any Offence to Auguftus, but make 
him imagine it was all a Banter and Sneer upon the 
over ftri¢t and rigid Virtue of that illuftrious Ro- 
man. Upon this our Friend Mr. £. who you know, 
Sir, is a zealous Whig, and a great Patron of Li- 
berty, was a little out of Humour, and faid he 
could never think that fo fincere and candid a Per- 
fon as Virgil, Animam qualem non candidiorem Terra 
tulit, as Horace faith of him, would ever prevaricate 


* See the Univerfal Spefator, N° 310, 
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in fo fhameful a Manner, and play fuch a mean 
double Game, much lefs that he would fneer at and 
infule the Virtues of Cato; that he was fure no- 
thing but the Love of Truth and a Zeal for 
Liberty could have drawn this Encomium from 
his Pen, which he would not fuppreis, though 
he ran the Danger of lofing thereby the Fa- 
vour of his Prince. In which noble Zeal for 
Liberty, he faid, he was followed by Lucan, his 
Succeffor in Epick Poetry among the Romans, 
who fhewed the fame Love for Liberty, and 
the fame Hatred to Tyranny ; who had dif- 
play’d the Ambition, Falfhood, Diffimulation, 
Crocodile Tears, and other Vices of Julius Cafar, 
in the moft lively Colours; who had railed Catv’s 
Character to the Skies, and made Pompey the Hero 
of his Poem; for this, he knew, he had been 
blamed by a certain Critick,* who imputed this 
Freedom to his Enmity to Neros and his favouring 
fome difcontented People, who chofe rather to obey 
any Prince, than fubmit to their lawful Soveraign. 
But that a far better Judge, and a greater Critick, } 
had look’d upon this Freedom and negpyoie ‘of 
Lucan with a different Eye; had commended it 
as a noble and heroic Virtue, and the Effect of 
that generous Roman Spirit which filled his Heart 
and directed his Pen, and efteemed the Phar/alia as 
the nobleft Monument that hatl ever been raifed to 
the Liberties of Rome; and that the fame Author, 
in his ingenious Book de Laudibus Afini, had de- 
clared that Lucan was the only generous Horfe 
among fo many Affes of his Time; meaning thofe 
Poets of his Age, who had been fo mean as to 
couch under their Burden, and were not afhamed to 
Hatter and make their Court to a Tyrant. For 
Which Reafon he faid, that the Direétors of the 


* Barthius. + Daniel Heinfius. 
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Delphin Editions at Paris had prohibited Lucan, 
who was the only Claffick that had not been pub- 
lith’d in that Manner in France: He concluded, 
by faying, that this Commendation of Cato in Vir. 
gil was the nobleft Verfe in all that Divine Poem 
and deferved to be written in Characters of Gold, 
When he had done fpeaking, the Eyes of the 
Company being upon me, Mr. 4—-~— {fmiling, 
turned to me, and defir’d to hear my Opinion next: 
I begged once more to be excufed, as unwilling 
to differ from thofe Gentlemen of Learning and 
Judgment who had fpoken before me. But as he 
infifted upon it, and would admit of no Put-off, 
and I was not able to refift, 


—— Potentis amict 
Lenibus imperiis —— 


having begged Pardon for what I was going to 
fay, I afked whether they were fure, after all, 
that they went upon a right Scent, that the 
Charge brought by our Friend againft V#rgi/ was 
really Matter of Faét, which I thought might 
admit of a Difpute, and whether they were fure 
that the Perfon mention’d by the Poet here was really 
Cato of Utica, the great Patron of Liberty, and 
the Enemy of Cefar? That, for my Part,’ I was 
perfuaded that the Man he had in his Eye was Por- 
cius Cato the elder, or, as he is alfo called, the 
Cenfor, great Uncle to Cato who killed himfelf 
at Uzica, and who, by the Striétnefs of his Virtue, 
the Severity of his Life, and the ftri€t Rein he 
kept during his Cenforfhip, acquired the Name of 
Cenfor, and whom the Poet, at the 6th Book, 
ver, 841, Calls Cato the Great, Magne Catos 
which, if it could be made out, I thought would 
very much aker the State of the Queftion, = 
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lead us into a new Track, and effectually clear 
Virgil of any Want of Regard to his Prince, and 
above all, of fneering at and infulting over the Vir- 
tue of that great Man,who fell a Sacrifice to the Li- 
bertiesof Rome. I confeffed indeed that in this 1 had 
all the Commentators I knew of againft me; but 
with what Reafon and Juftice I would leave them 
to judge. Servius, the ancienteft of them, in his 
Notes upon Magne Cate, at the 6th Book, Ver. 841, 
allows, the Poet there meant Cato the Cenfor, be- 
caufe, he faith, he could not handfomely and decent- 
ly praife Cato of Utica, who had been fo great an 
Enemy to Ce/far ; though in the Place before he 
afferts, Virgil meant Cato of Utica. But I think it 
is an eafy Matter to turn the Edge of his Argument 
againft him, fince I believe every one will readily 
allow, that the prefiding over the Juft in the Elyfian 
Fields, and giving Laws to the Righteous in an- 
other World, muft be a finer Compliment and a 
higher Commendation, and by Confequence muft 
be more fhocking and offenfive to Auguffus, than 
the bare Epithet of Magnus, which was as common, 
and as much proftituted among the Romans, as that 


of a:i@-, Divine, was among the Greeks, which- 


they were very free of, ufed upon all Occafions, 
and is applied by Homer himfelf no lefs than three 
times in one fingle Book, to a Hogherd, or a Feeder 
of Swine. Rug@us, the judicious Editor of the Del- 
pbin Virgil, is alfo of Opinion, that the Cato men- 
tion’d by the Poet here muft be he of Usica; for 
which he affigns this odd Reafon, that he was nearer 
to the Age of Catiline, who is mention’d in the 
Verfe immediately before. This I call an odd Rea- 
fon, becaufe I am perfuaded, that the Poet in this 
Place had no View to Chronology, nor any Regard 
tothe Time in which thofe two Perfons lived 3 nor 
can I fee any Reafon in the World he fhould ; and 
that he only defign’d to fhew a {trong Oppofition, 
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and a béautiful Contraft between one of the moft 
virtuous Men, and one of the moft profligate 
Wretches that ever lived, and between the nobleft 
Reward of Virtue in the firft, and the moft fevere 
Punifhment in the laft, by fhewing him chain’d to 
and hanging from a dreadful Rock, and trembling 
at the Sight. Be pleas’d, Sir, to look upon that 
Paffage in this fame Point of View, and you will, 
I dare fay, be of my Opinion, and think that the 
Reafon of Rueus is by no means juft and exaét. The 
Jaft Critick f fhall mention upon this Place, is the 
famous Mr. Dryden, the Honour of the Englif 
Nation, who feems here to be deftitute of that 
right Judgment and Accuracy, that Sagacity in 
Criticitm, in which he once as much excell’d as in 
the Beauty of his Poetry, the Happinefs of his In- 
vention, and the Sweetnefs of his Verfification, 
But here he is ftrangely inconfiftent with himfelf, 
and makes very fad Work with this Verfe of Vir- 
gil. 1 fhall fet down his own Words, that I may 
not be thought to have mifreprefented him: And, 
firft, in his Preface,* he afferts «° That Virgil ne- 
«¢ ver named Cato of Utica in his whole Poem, 
«¢ becaufe he was an Enemy of Julius Cefar 3 nor 
«s could the mentioning him be pleafing to /z- 
“© gufius.’ But, as if he had quite forgot this, in 
his Dedication of the Exeis to the Marquis of Nor- 
manby, he endeavours to prove that Virgil] was a 
Republican in his Heart, by the Mention he made 
of Cato here, ** which (faith he) if he had not ftu-. 
‘s died his Patron’s Temper, might have ruin’d 
‘© him with another Prince. But duguftus was not 
¢ difcontented, at leaft that we can find; that Cato 
¢ was plac’d by his own Poet in Elyfium, and 
« chere giving Laws to holy Souls, who de- 
* ferved to be feparated from the vulgar Sorts of 
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<< good Spirits.” Now, if thefe two Propofitions 
are not adverfis frontibus puguantes, 1 know not 
in the World what is. A little lower Mr. Dry- 
den faith, that ** Virgil.could not name Cazo the Cen- 
‘¢ for in this Place without a manifeft Tautology, 
«¢ becaufe he had mention’d him before in Book 6. 
“© €? tu Magne Cato; for why fhould the Poet 
«¢ name Cato twice, if he intended the fame Per- 
«© fon? Our Author is too frugal of his Words and 
«« Senfe, to commit Tautologies in either, and his 
«© Memory was not likely to betray him into fuch 
¢s an Error.” 

But 1 muft own, that I cannot fee where the Tau- 
tology is, in mentioning the fame Perfon twice, and 
that at the Diftance of above 1600 Verfes ; it feems 
to me, rather to fhew the great Efteem and Re- 
gard he had for that illuftrious Roman. Secondly, 
He has ftrangely mifreprefented Raeus, and made 
him fay what he never thought of. Rzeus, faith he 
would fain perfuade us, that Virgil here means Cato 
the Cenfor, though that Editor afferts juft the con- 
trary, as you may fee by my Quotation above, 
Thirdly, Mr. Dryden quotes this Verfe but twice, 
and both times quotes it wrong; Secreti/que Piis, 
inftead of Secretofgue Pios ; which fhews he 
wanted his ufual Exactnefs and Attention when he 
compofed thefe Remarks, But, with Submiffion 
to thofe learned Men, I cannot help think- 
ing that Virgil, in the Paffage before us, had in his 
Eye Cato the Elder, or the Cenfor; which very 
Name, had they given any Attention to it, muft 
have fet them right, and prevented their Miftakes : 
I fay, the very ‘Name of Cenfor, whofe Office was 
to infpeét the Morals and Manners of the People, 
and to fee that the Laws were duly and punétually 
obferved ; which Duty he difcharg’d with fuch Ho- 
nour and Reputation, that it entail’d the Title of 
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Cenfor upon him for his Life. And who could be 
more fit for this Place in another World, than one 
who was fo remarkable for it in this, that, out 
of Spite and Envy of the Nobles, under the Pre. 
tence of the Abufe and Stretch of his Power, he 
was impeached and tried no lefs than fifty times , 
and as many times his Innocence, like pure Gold 
tried in a Furnace, appeared brighter and purer than 
before? Who could be fitter for that Employment 
than he to whom Livy hath given this noble Cha. 
racter, that he was Proof to all the Delights and 
Pleafures of the Senfes, a Defpifer of Honour, 
‘Wealth and Riches, and a Man of the ftricteft 
Virtue and moft rigid Innocence? Laftly, who 
could be better qualified for that honourable Poft, 
than one to whom the People of Rome, out ot 
Gratitude, ereéted a Statue after his Death? A Statve 
more glorious than any that have been raifed to 
Cefar, Alexander, and Pompey, thofe Scourges of 
the World, and Deftroyers of Mankind ; a Statue 
raifed to the trueft Worth and Merit, as appears by 
the Infcription upon the Pedeftal, that che People 
of Rome had not conferr’d this Honour upon Cato 
for his Valour and Exploits of War, nor for that 
Triumph he had fo glorioufly obtain’d, but out of 
pure Gratitude for the Service he had done to his 
Country, by reforming the corrupt Morals of the 
Romans, and by giving Life and Vigour to that 
ancient Virtue and Difcipline, which, before him, 
were quite funk, decay’d, and dwindled to nothing. 
This Solution of mine, I conceive, is natural and 
eafy, removes the Difficulties that feem’d to clog 
this Paflage of Virgil, and entirely clears and ac- 

quits the Poet. 
Before I leave this Subject, I fhall take notice 
of another Miftake committed by a celebrated Au- 
thor, in relation to this Verfe in Virgil. The Writer 
J mean is the ingenious Mr. Bickerflaff, who has 
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prefix’d this Line as a Motto to one of his enter- 
taining Lucubrations,* where he applies the Words 
fecretofque Pios, to thofe that in this Life had been 
privately charitable and fecret Benefactors to Man- 
kind. He does not indeed dire¢ctly give them that 
Senfe ; but by the Tendency of his Difcourfe it 
plainly appears he had it in his View. ‘* Certain 
«© it is (faith he) that fecret Kindneffes done to 
‘© Mankind are as beautiful as fecret Injuries are 
«¢ deteftable. To be invifibly good, is as godlike, 
‘¢ as to be invifibly ill, is diabolical. As degenerate 
‘© as we are apt to fay the Age we live in is, there 
s¢ are ftill amongft us Men of illuftrious Minds, 
‘© who enjoy all the Pleafures of good Actions, 
** except that of being commended for them,” 
Whereas a little Attention, and the confulting any 
Latin Dictionary whatfoever, might have fatisfied 
him, that the Word Secretos here, has no manner of 
Relation to Privacy or Secrecy in doing good, and 
means no more than fet apart or feparated from 
other People, as it is twice ufed in Horace, and 
once by him applied to the very Cafe before us. 
I do not call this a wilful Miftake, a defigned Mif- 
application, and hanging out falfe Colours, to de- 
ceive and impofe upon his Readers, which I am 
perfuaded that Gentleman could not be guilty of ; 
but I look upon it as a aapqopgoi, one of thofe 
Qverfights occafion’d by the want of Attention, or 
a Mind tired and wearied by Study ; Faults 


ao 


————_ Duas aut incuria fudit, 
Aut humana parum cavit natura, 


which the greateft Men have fometimes been 
guilty of, and ought to be excufed by every 
fair and equitable Reader. 


* Vide Tatlers, Vol. III. No. 138. 
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But I am afraid, left, while I have been pointing 
out the Faults and Miftakes of other Writers, [ 
may have tripp’d myfelf, and committed fome Er- 
rors of my own ; if I have, I hope, Sir, with your 
ufual Candor and Friendfhip you will excufe them, 
rememberjng 


— That not to err 
Is the great Privilege of God alone. 


-—-o 
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The Genealogies of our Lord and Saviour Ffefus 
 Chrift, as recorded by St. Matthew and 
St. Luke, critically examined, explained, 
defended, and reconciled to each other, and to 
the Scriptures of the Old Tefament. By 
Edward Yardley, B. D. London, printed 
by and for J. Mechell at the King’s Arms im 
Fleet-Street, 1739. Octayo. Pages 355, Se. 


N the’ Preface our Author offers an Apology 
for his Undertaking. He fays, ** The impor- 

‘ tant Truths of our Religion muft always merit 
“* our principal Regard, and therefore fuch Dif- 
** courfes as either defend or explain them, can 
“* never be juftly looked upon as improper or un- 
§ feafonable. But when Infidelity dares boldly ta 
lift up its Head and triumph ; when a licentious 
Freedom of Thought is embraced and encou- 
raged ; when open Attempts are made to fap 
‘¢ the folid and durable Foundations of Chriftianity ; 
e¢ oft 
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‘sat fuch Times thofe Difcourfes muft certainly ap- 
<¢ pear to be highly feafonable.” 

He declares he fhould have been pleas’d, if any 
more able Pen had prevented his entering upon 
this knotty Point: If he could have met with any 
«¢ Treatife in which thefe Genealogies were fully 
«¢ explained ;— the prefent Reading of the ficred 
«© Text, as it now ftands in the Gofpels, de- 
«* fended ; the feeming Differences between 
«© St. Matthew and St. Luke, reconciled ; 
«¢ their Harmony and Agreement with the O/d 
“: Zeftament, made plain ; the particular View 
«s of each Evangelift, laid open ; and the 
«© Tendency of both thefe Genealogies towards 
“< proving Fefus to be the Son of David, difco- 
s¢ ver’d.” But this Subject hath never yet, as far 
as he can find, been fully and clearly difcuffed. 
«¢ It hath indeed fell under the Notice of moft of 
s¢ the Criticks and Commentators, who have, fome 
«© of them, paffed a general Judgment upon it; 
«¢ but have left this their definitive Sentence unfup- 
¢< ported by fufficient Reafons: Whilft others have 
«¢ enter’d more clofely into the Examination of fome 
‘¢ one particular Difficulty belonging to it, but 
«¢ have wholly omitted other, not lefs material, 
«¢ Parts of the Queftion. Some learned Pens have 
<¢ indeed profeffedly treated hereof, and here we 
«© might, from their Accuracy and Learning, have 
«¢« hoped to meet with full Satisfaction ; but upon 
‘¢ perufing their Differtations, though we muft 
«© own the Obligations we are under to them for 
«¢ what they have done, we cannot help Jamenting 
«¢ that they have done no mere, and being griev’d 
‘¢ that this Queftion fhould to this Day remain (if 
*¢ not fuperficially, at leaft) imperfectly confider’d. 

Now if this be the Cafe, he fays, it cannot be 
thought that he has troubled the World with a Sub- 
ject of no Confequence ; or that he has a 
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his Labour thereon without any Occafion. As to 
the Importance of the Topic he has handled, he 
further notes, ‘* The doétrinal Parts of the New 
‘© Teflament are connected with, and in fome 
«© fort depend upon, the hiftorical Parts of it.— 
¢¢ If thefe be true and certain, it will neceffarily 
«¢ follow, that Fe/us was the Chrif?, and that the 
¢ Doétrines which he taught were of God.— 
<< Among the many Queftions arifing from the 
ts Evangelical Hiftory, that which relates to the 
Genealogies of our Blefled Lord, as recorded 
by two of the Evangelifts, is not the leaft no- 
ble or momentous :—— When Sin firft made its 
Entrance into the World, God gave a general 
Promife to Mankind of a Saviour that fhould 
be the Seed of the Woman. This Promife was 
afterwards limited to 4brabam in his Son //aac ; 
then to Facob, and to the Pofterity of Fudab. 
Ot this Tribe came David, whom God raifed 
to the Kingdom of J/rael, and promifed that of 
his Seed fhould be born the Saviour of the 
World. And accordingly, the conftant Expec- 
tation of the Fews was, that the Meffiah fhould 
be born of this regal Family, and fo be the Son 
of David. 
«¢ That Jefus was thus the Son of David, we 
find afferted in feveral Places in the New Tefta- 
ment. But when the Apoftles preached a new 
Religion to the Fews, a People obftinately tena- 
cious of their own Religion ; they could not ex- 
pect that they would come into the Belief of 
the Gofpel barely upon the Force of what thofe 
who publithed it afferted. They would undoubted- 
ly require manifeft Proofs, as well as Affertions ; 
and that in the firft Place the Apoftles fhould 
make it appear, that Jefus the Son of Mary was 
really and truly, according to the Flefh, the Son 
of David. Nor could the Fews here be ae 
ss wit 
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‘¢ with requiring what was in itfelf unreafonable ; 
<¢ for as this was one of the principal external 
«s Marks which the Prophets had of old laid down, 
«¢ whereby they might know the Meffiah ; fo ie 
«¢ cannot be denied but that unlefs %e/us did, ac- 
«¢ cording to the Flefh, defcend from the Loins of 
ss David, he could not be the Chrift. 

«¢ This then fhews the indifpenfible Neceffity by 
«¢ which the Evangelifts were obliged tully and 
*¢ clearly to difcover the Stock from which he 
“© came. And therefore St. Matthew and St. Luke 
«s have each of them recorded the Genealogy of 
«¢ Chrift, that neither the Times in which they 
«s wrote, nor any fucceeding Ages, might be igno- 
« rant of the Lineage of their Lord and Matter, 
«© and might be able unconteftably to prove that he 
*s was of the Houfe of David. 

<s If chen at firft ic was of the higheft Impor- ae 
«© tance to the Evangelifts to fet forth thefe Genealo- Bet) 
s* gies; —— if it is the conftant Duty of Chriftians ty 
«< to be able to give a rational Account of their 
«¢ Faith, and of the Motives on which they be- | 
ss lieve ; if our Faith is founded on the iM 
‘© Meffiabfhip of the Blefled Fe/fus ; and if his be- He 
‘« ing the Mefiab doth (amongft other things) de- ee 
** pend upon his being the Son of David; it muft eid 
‘«¢ furely be even now highly expedient for thofe ea 
‘© who profefs the Religion of Chriji (efpecially Heid 
«s thofe who have Time, Leifure and Capacities, ‘a 4 
«¢ above the common Level) to have clear and oe 
‘¢ juft Notions of the Family from which our Lord 
«¢ defcended, and to comprehend the View and 
«© Tendency, and be perfuaded of the Truth, Cer- 
‘¢ tainty and Confiftency of thofe Genealogies pre- 
«© ferved in the Holy Gofpel.” 

Accordingly our Author is very much difpleafed 
with fome Writers, who have given up this Point, 
as hardly reconcileable 5 and, negletting this, and i 
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other external Proofs, fix the Truth of Chriftianity 
on its internal Evidences only ; fuch as the intrinfic 
Worth and Excellency of its Doétrines ; —— their 
Agreeablenefs to the Dictates of unbiafled Reafon , — 
their Dignity, Holinefs and Purity ; their Ten- 
dency to promote the Honour of God, and the 
Happinefs of Man, &c. But, he fays, ‘* As our 
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Lord, when he was upon the Earth, did not reft 
the Proof of his Miffion wholly upon this Foun- 
dation ; —— as he thought fit to dire&t thofe who 
heard him to Mo/és and the Prophets, thence to 
Jearn thofe Marks which fhould, at his Coming, 
point out the Me/fiah to the World ,;-—as he 
was farther pleafed to appeal to the Senfes of 
Mankind, as well as to their Underftandings, 
and wrought many Miracles for the Proof of his 
Meffiahfhip and the Conviction of the World ; 
fo whatever good Defign Charity may fuppofe 
thofe Perfons to have, who readily part with any 
one or more of thefe kind of Proofs, and lay the 
whole Strefs of the Truth of our Religion on 
what remajns behind; yet, in my Opinion, no 
Chriftian, though he may think favourably of 
their Honefty, can poffibly applaud their Pru- 
dence. The chief Weight of a maffy Fabrick 
may perhaps reft upon a few Pillars, though at 
the fame time a much Jarger Number may rife 
under the lofty Roof; now, if any pretended 
Counoifear in Architecture fhould be for taking 
away any one of all thofe Columns, under Pre- 
tence that it was of no Service to the Strength of 
the Edifice, let any one judge, whether he would 
not hereby render himfelf juftly fufpeéted for IIl- 
will to the Building itfelf, and whether the Gene- 
rality of Mankind would not think, that he was 


* inclineable to undermine and weaken the Fabrick, 


rather than to itrengthen and fupport it.” 


When 
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When Mr. Yardley firft undertook this Perform- 
ance, he defigned it, he tells us, for the general 
Ufe of pious Chriftians, and intended to explain 
the two Paflages of Scripture in fo plain and fami- 
liar a Way, as not to exceed the height of common 
Underftandings. But he had not entered far into the 
Subject before he found that it would neceffarily lead 
him into Points of deeper Learning than lay within 
the reach of thofe for whom it was originally in- 
tended. But tho’ the Nature of the Subject (as he 
goes on) fometimes unavoidably carried him into 
this different manner of treating it, he has yet done 
his beft Endeavours to avoid Obfcurity ; and has 
{till Hopes that any Perfon who is well vers’d in 
his Englifp Bible, may, without the Help of other 
Learning or Languages, by means of what he has 
here Jaid down, be able to underftand thefe two 
Genealogies, and to defend them againft the Ob- 
jections of ignorant or malicious Perions. 

If he has advanced any Notions of his own, 
which may appear fingular, he only begs of the 
learned Reader to fufpend his Judgment, till he hath 
impartially confidered the Strength or Weaknefs of 
the Arguments he has endeavoured to fupport them 
with,— And farther, where, upon mature Delibera- 
tion, he chances to differ in Opinion from thofe 
whom the learned World juftly efteems ; there, he 
hopes, the candid Reader will attribute it neither to 
Conceit nor Obftinacy, but to the true and only 
Reafon, which is an unbiaffed Regard for Truth. 
He adds, 

He is neither fond of being drefsd up in bor- 
rowed Plumes, or defirous of ftealing a Reputation 
at the Expence of others: And therefore he has 
ufually quoted thofe Authors whofe Opinions he has 
embraced ; and he lays no other Claim to thofe No- 
tions, than asa Loan fromthem: Perhaps, he fays, 
he has fometimes fet them in a more advantageous 

Light, 
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Light, or confirmed them with ftronger Arguments ; 
fo that tho’ he may have borrowed, he hopes he is 
no Plagtary. 

This general Account of the: Work before me is 
altogether taken from the Author’s Preface, which 
I have altered only as to the Difpofition of the Pa- 
ragraphs. [ fhall now proceed to a more particu- 
lar View of his Subject. 

He divides his Treatife thereupon into three Parts, 
In the firft he examines the Genealogy of our Sa- 
viour exhibited by St. Matthew, and reconciles it 
to the Old Teffament. In the fecond, he does the 
fame by that which St. Luke has recorded. In 
the third, he has compared the Genealogies of 
the two Evangelifts; and anfwered the Objections 
to which his Explanation of them may be thought 
liable. 

Before he enters upon thefe Points he obferves, as 
the Conceffions of all Chriftians, That the Writers 
of the four Gofpels were infpired by the Holy Ghof, 
and were, by fuch Infpiration, fecured from al! 
Error ; —— and that their Teftimony is not to 
be regarded as mere human Evidence, or as the 
Teftimony of thofe who were barely Eye and £ar- 
avitneffes of what they relate. From thefe Poftulates 
he infers the following Conclufions: 1. Whatfoever 
the Evangelifts deliver muft be infallibly true. II. No 
one of them is in any Part of his Gofpel inconfiftent 
with himfelf, or with what he hath faid in any other 
Part of it. III. No one of them is, in any hiftori- 
cal Paffage, inconfiftent with any true and authen- 
tick Hiftory of the Times he writes of. IV. None 
of the Evangelifts do, in their Gofpels, ever contra- 
diét what is recorded in the Old Teftament. V.No 
one of them, when rightly underftood, doth, in any 
thing, contradict the other Evangelifts. VI. Not- 


withftanding this, fome of the Evangelifts omit 
what 
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what the others take notice of ; and relate fome 
Things, which the others are wholly filent in, 

Thefe Things then being premifed, our Author 
fays, *¢ Whenever there appears to us to be any Inac- 
«© curacy or Inconfifteacy in any Part of thofe Go- 
‘< fpels, we muft freely acquit the Holy Pen-men 
«© from any fuch bold Charge; and fuppofe the 
«¢ Fault to be in ourfelves, who, for want either of 
‘< fufficient Knowledge, or fufficient Care and In- 
«¢ duftry, have not obtained the true Senfe and 
‘¢ Meaning of the Paffages we difpute about.” On 
the other hand, he lets us know, that when we 
humbly and impartially fet about ftudying the Sa- 
cred Writings, praying for the divine Affiftance, 
we have then good Reafon to hope, that the fame 
Holy Spirit who infpired the Prophets and Apoftles 
will enlighten our Minds, and affift us in our In- 
guiries, 

When Mr. Yardley has fettled thefe Preliminaries, 
he proceeds to the firft Part of his Work ; in which, 
as we have already faid, he examines the Genealogy 
of our Saviour in the firft Chapter of St. Matthew, 
and reconciles it to the Old Teffament. What he 
has offered for this Purpofe is diftinguifhed by five 
Sections. In the firft he reckons up the Defcents 
from Abraham to Foram, as they occur in the firft 
eight Verfes of the Evangelift: In every Step of 
which, he notes, that infpfred Writer exactly cor- 
refponds with the Hiftorians of the O/d Teftament ; 
varying in nothing, excepting the Spelling of the 
Names, which was neceffary to be done in tranflat- 
ing, to accommodate them the better to the Genius 
of the Greek Tongue. 

In the fecond Seétion our Author has a Difficulty 
to encounter, which arifes from comparing the De- 
{cents as they ftand in the latter Part of the eighth 
and the Beginning of the ninth Verfe of the firft 
ef St. Mattbev, with the Genealogy of 1 Chron. 
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ch. iii, Vv. 10, 11,12. Thele two Accounts, in- 
{tead of agreeing, as it may be fuppofed they fhould; 
differ fo widely, that whereas in the O/d Teftament 
we find four Kings placed between foram and Foi 
tham, in St. Matthew we have but one, namely 
Ozias, called; in the Chronicles; Uzziah, It is 
plain therefore, as our Author fays, that St. Mat- 
thew hath here omitted three Perfons in his Genea- 
logy, Abaziah, Foafh and Amaziab. 

_ To account for this, he in the firft Place alledges 
fome Inftances, whereby it appears to be no unufual 
thing in the O/d Teffament, to omit one, or more, 
of the lefs memorable Perfonages, out of the Ge- 
nealogies there recorded, Which will, he fays, be 
fufficient to fhew, ‘* That St. Matthew hath, in this 
«¢ Omiffion, done nothing that was unufual among 
‘¢ the Fews, for whofe Ufe he wrote: And perhaps 
«¢ he found, in the publick Tables of the Jews, 
‘¢ from which he copied, this Abbreviation of the 
“<< Genealogies.” 

Itc may now be afked, Mr. Yardley fays, why 
the Evangelift hath here Jeft out the three Princes 
abovementioned ? Which Queftion may be anfwered, 
he thinks, by another: Why hath Ezra omitted 
feven of his Progenitors; or the Author of the 
Book of Chronicles two of the Defcendants of Ju- 
DAH? 

But our Author confeffes a more fatisfactory Ac- 
count than this may be given; and fuch a one he 
apprehends he has given us in the Paffages I am 
now going to recite: ** St. Matthew defigned to 
“* range the Anceftors ‘of: our Saviour into three 
“* Four/eens, each of which fhould diftinguifh the 
** three difierent Epochas of the Fewifb State; that 
‘*¢ by this means, the Names being thus diftributed 
‘ and delivered in round Numbers, it might be 2 
** Help to the Memory of thofe who fhould pe- 
‘rufe his Gofpel. “Fhe firft fourteen. Perfons 

“© flourifhed 
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ts flourifhed under the Patriarchs and former Pro- 
¢¢ pbets, before the Kingdom was eftablifhed in 
«© the Tribe of ¥adab: Under the fecond fourteen, 
% Fudab was govern’d by the Kings there fet down, 
«© and was then in its moft flourifhing Condition : 
«¢ After which the Kingdom was in its decline, dur- 
“ ing the ‘Time in which the laft fourteen Perfons 
© lived who are named in this Genealogy. 

‘© The /écond Clafs begins with Solomon, and 

© ends with Fechonias; but if to thofe already fet 
‘© down, thefe three Kings had been added; _in- 
‘¢ f{tead of fourteen, there would have been feven- 
“ teen Perfons in it.” 
_ Mr. Yardley having thus affignéd a Caufe, which 
is at leaft, he fays, a probable one, of St. Mar- 
thew’s omitting three Perfons in his Genealogy, goes 
on, in the next Place, to offer a more particular 
Reafon why tho/e and not any other three are here 
omitted: It amounts to this, becaufe ** they were all 
“ lineally defcended from the wicked Houfe of 
“© Ahab and Fezebel, and were all flain by the juft 
“© Judgment of God for their Idolatry.” He adds, 

‘© When therefore St. Matthew faith Joram be- 
“© gat Ozias, he means not that he was his imme- 
“ diate Father, but his Progenitor; for he un- 
‘© doubtedly well knew— that Joram begat Ahaziah 
“ Ahaziah begat Foafh, Foash begat Amaziah, and 
“© Amaziab begat Azariab or Uzziab, whom he 
‘« here writes Ozias: Tho’ for the Reafons above 
“ alledged, or perhaps fome better ones which we 
“‘ are unacquainted with, he leaves out thofe inter- 
“* mediate Anceftors of Ozias.” 

Having folved this firft Difficulty, our Author, 
at the Clofe of the Section, compares the Defcents 
after Ozias, in the ninth and tenth Verfes of the 
firft of St. Matthew, with the parallel Paffages of 
the Old Teftament, and finds they exactly agree, 

In the third Seétion Mr. Yardley undertakes an 
Explanation of the ruth and 12th Verfes of the firft 
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of St. Matthew, in Order, as he fays, to underftand 
and confute fome material Objections againft this 
Chapter: He might have faid, againft the divine 
Infpiration of that Writer. To form an Idea of 
the firft of thefe Objections we muft obferve, That 
the sith Verfe ends the fecond Period of St. Mar- 
thew’s Genealogy, which contains fourteen Genera- 
tions, as the firft Period likewife does; but now if 
we reckon thofe of the third Period, beginning 
with the 12th Verfe, it feems to want one of this 
Number, and to include but thirteen Generations ; 
whereas the Evangelift, in his 17th Verfe, affirms 
there are fourteen comprehended in each: So that 
herein he appears, at firft View, inconfiftent with 
himfelf. It is to get rid of this Difficulty, and clear 
up this Part of the facred Text, that our Author, 
as I faid, employs the third Seétion of his Book. I 
muft not pretend even to touch upon every thing 
that he has offered for this Purpofe. This Article 
would thereby grow to too greata Length. So] 
muft go direétly to the Point, and fhew my Rea- 
der, -at one Glance, the Principle whereon he founds 
his Solution of the Objections he here encounters, 
which is this, That the Jechonias in the 12th Ver/e 
is a different Perfon from the }echonias named in 
the 11th, This being made out, it will follow, 
that there are, as the holy Penman afferts, fourteen 
Generations in the third Period, as well as in the 
firft and fecond. This then he endeavours to evince 
by feveral Confiderations, He replies to every 
thing that he apprehends can be urged againft his 
Syftem. He weighs thote of other Criticks, and 
fhews how infufficient they are for anfwering, this 
FExigency. He declares he will adhere to the Opi- 
nion he has efpoufed, at leaft until any one will 
pleafe to fhew him a better way of defending this 
Paffage ; and at the Clofe of the Seétion he quotes 
a Paragraph from Dr, Edwards's Difcourfe on the 
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Authority, 8c. of the Holy Scriptures, * by which 
we perceive that Writer had long ago publifhed the 
very fame Sentiment as our Author’s upon this 
Head, tho’ he did not think fit to alledge any one 
Reafon in its behalf. 

In the fourth Section our Author applies him- 
{elf to the anfwering of two other Objections 
which have been urged againft the 12th Verte afore- 
mentioned. The firft of thefe is, That Yechonias 
is therein faid to beget Sa/athiel; whereas there is 
Reafon to think (from a Paffage in ‘Yeremiah) that 
Feclonias had no Children. The fecond is found- 
ed on Salathiel being termed the immediate Proge- 
nitor of Zorebabel, quite contrary to 1 Chron. ili. 19. 
where Zorobabel is called the Son of Pedaiah. 

For a Solution of the former of thefe Difficulties 
(which is raifed againft 1 Chron. ili. 17, as well as 
again{t the Evangelift) he firft inquires into the true 
Meaning of the Prophecy on which it depends: 
Fer. XX. 29, 30. where of Fechonias the Prophet 
faith, O Karth, Earth, Earth, hear the Word of the 
Lord. Thus faith the Lord, write ye this Man 
childlef,, * Whence itis by fome imagined that 7e- 
** chonias hai no Children, and confequently was 
«© not naturally and properly the Father of Sala- 
“© zhiel, as is thought to be afferted, both in the 
“ Chronicles and by St. Matthew.’ But to jutftify 
both, he makes out, Firft, negatively, that the 
Word in our Tranflation render’d Childle/i, is not 
always to be confined to that Senfe. Secondivy, 
That both ancient and modern Interpreters have 
judged it to fignity de/olate and abandoned, abjeét 
and forlorn, un/ucce/sful and deftined to Mifery, de- 
creafing in Dignity and Profperity, caf out and ex- 
terminated trom the Land of his Nativity. Thirdly, 
That the Character of Childlefs is to be applied to 
Jechonias in the general Senfe of the foregoing 
Phrafes, Fourthly, pofitively, That Jechonias had 
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Children: Which is evident, as he hath fhewn, 
from the direét Affertion of Zofephus, and from 
Teftimonies of far fuperior Weight,’ even that of 
St. Matthew in this very Text, and the Paffage of 
the Chronicles \laft cited. ‘To thofe who would evade 
the Force of this Reafgning, by fuggefting, That 
Fechonias is faid to beget Salathiel, not in a natural 
Senfe, becaufe he was truly and properly his Fs- 
ther, but becaufe that Salathiel fucceeded Fechonias 
in the poor Remains of the Regal Dignity, he an- 
fwers, That it muft be allowed, the Word here ufed 
is fometimes taken in an improper Senfe, to fignify 
fomething different from a natural Derivation ; (of 
which he produces a Variety of Inftances from fa- 
cred and profane Writers) yet none of thefe impro- 

er or metaphorical Notions thereof can take place 
San. ift, Becaufe the Lift of St. Matthew is form’d 
with a defign to fhew us the Succeffion from Father 
to Son; and nat the Succeffion of Perfons in any 
Office whatfoever. Having proved this, our Au- 


thor adds, 2dly, It is plain that the Word Pega 


throughout this whole Genealogy, doth, at leaft in 
all the other Inftances, imply generating, mediately, 
or immediately, in the common and natural Sente 
of the Expreffion. 3dly, From hence it further 
appears, that the faid Word ought, in every Part of 
the Genealogy, to be taken in the fame obvious and 
natural Senie, becaufe, when the Evangelift comes 
to Fofep?, the Hufband of Mary, he doth not fay 
that he begst Fefus > Which, had he yfed the Word 
in an improper Senfe, he might have done, fince 
Fe/us was undoubtedly the legal Succeffor of that his 
reputed Father, and fo is often ftiled his Son. 
_ What he has faid upon thefe feveral Heads, he 
thinks, may ferve for[Anfwer to the firft Objection, 
and for Proof that Sa/atbiel was, by Nature, the 
Son of Fechouias. Before he proceeds to the fecond 
Objection, he takes a View of Father Aarduin’s 
Account of the Family of Yofas, King of Judah, 
n? (waa 
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(who is faid to have begotten Fec/onias in the 11th 
Verfe of the firft of St. Mztthew) which is very 
different from that he has efpoufed. He refutes the 
Mittakes of that famous Jefwit, and fo more firmly 
eftablifhes his own Scheme on the Ruins of the 
other’s Syftem. He then goes on to the Solution 
of the remaining Difficulty, which is to reconcile 
St. Matthew and the Writer of the Chronicles ; the 
former making Zorobabel the Son of Salathiel, and 
the latter ftiling him the Son of Pedaiab. 

This Objeétion is owing, he fays, to fome Ob- 
{curity arifing from want of Connection in 1 Chron, 
iii, 17. and he looks upon this as a frefh Inftance of 
the loofenefs of Expreffion, and want of Connexion 
ufual in the Hebrew Genealogies, of which he has gi- 
ven a remarkable Specimen in the foregoing Part of 
this Work. By treating thefe Paflages according to 
the Rules of Criticifm, and fupplying the Chafm, all 
is rendered clear, and we find, that Pedaiah was in- 
deed the Son of Salathiel, and Zorobabel was the 
Son of Pedaiah;—~ but as it is no uncommon 
Thing (according to a foregoing Remark) for the 
Scripture Genealogifts to abreviate the Series of De- 
fcents, by leaving out one or more Perfons, fo 
St. Matibew (who has in this Particular only fol- 
lowed the Example of Ezra and Haggai) thought 
fit to omit Pedaiah, the real Father of Zorobavel, 
perhaps, our Author fays, a Perfon of no Note, 
and to ftile him, from his Grandfather, the Son of 
Salathiels ** which Salathiel, as after the Death of 
’* Yehoiachin he became the nominal Prince of the 
‘© Fews, or Captain of the People, fo, it may be, 
‘¢ he furvived his Son Pedaiah, and was immediate 
‘¢ Predeceffor to Zorobadel in the Principality.” 

We are now come to the fifth Section, which 
finifhes the firft Part of this Work. Here the De- 
{fcendants from Zorobabel down to Fofeph are con- 
fidered ; and Reafons are offered for engaging us 
to depend fecurely onthe Authority of St. Matthew 
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with Regard to thefe Defcents, where the Old Tefia- 
ment is filent about them. T he Subjeét here handled 
is contained in the 13th, rath, 15th, and 16th Vertes 
of the Evangelift’s firft Chapter, The Zorobadel, 
at the Beginning of the 13th Verfe, is defcribed to 
have had feveral Children, 1 Coron. il. 19, 20; 
but amongft thefe, as our Author obferves, we find 
none who bears the Name of Abiud ; and yet the 
Evangelift fays, that he begat bind ; nor can any 
of the following Perfons fet down by "St. Matthew, 
as {pringing from Zorobabel by Abiud, be found in 
the Account given of his Pofterity in 1 Chron. iii. 
19—24.; ‘¢ fo that either Zorobabel had other 
“ Children, which are not there mention’d; or 
«¢ elfe (which Mr. Yardley rather believes) they 
ss who are there recorded had, fome of them, more 
ss Names than one, according to the Cuftom of the 
«<< Fews, and fo Abiud is reckoned, in the Book of 
s¢ the Chronicles, under another Name.” 
' Thus far, our Author fays, the Scriptures of the 
Old Teftament have been our Guide in explaining 
this Genealogy ; and he hopes he has fhewn, that 
St. Matthew hath in it afferted nothing contrary to 
what was before recorded by the infpired Writers 
of thofe Divine Records. As to the remaining 
Defcents (that is, from Zorobabel down to Fofeph) 
he drew them from other Fountains: «* And here 
<¢ weought at Jeaft (as Mr. Yardley goes on) to al- 
«* Jow the Evangelift the fame Claim to be believed 
¢¢ with any other fair Hiftorian, whom we are always 
“s apt to give Credit to, when we have nothing of 
¢s preater Weight to warrant us to contradict what 
«¢ he afferts, although at the fame time we are ig- 
<< norant from whence he takes his Authorities for 
¢¢ thofe A flertions, 

‘© But itwill, without any Difficulty, be imagined 
“© from whence St. Matthew procured this latter 
«© part (and indeed the whole) of his Genealogy, 
‘§ namely, from the publick Genealogical oe: 
“¢ C. 
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of the Jews. He was himfelf a Few, and con- 
fequently had ajl Opportunities requifite for fuch 
a Search. He wrote for the Ufe of the Jews, 
and how could he better argue with them, than 
from their own publick Regifters, agreeable to 
the facred Hiftories, as far as thofe Hiftories go, 
and in After-times grounded upon real and well- 
known Facts ? 

<¢ No Nation was more exaét in recording their 
Genealogies than the Fews. The Writers of the 
Old Teftament have filled many Pages with them, 
and fometimes given them in both the defcending 
and aicending Method. Nor did this Cuftom 
of preferving the Defcent of every Family re- 


« main only during the flourifhing Eftate of the 


Fews, but likewile in, and even after, the Cap- 
tivity— That thefe publick Genealogies were 
in being, and religioufly preferved in the Time 
St. Matthew wrote, is plain from hence ; that 
Fofephus, who wrote fome time after him, in the 
Account he gives of his own Life, begins with 
his Genealogy : Here he names but five Perfons, 
from whom he lineally defcended ; his Me- 
mory almoft, or if not, the private Me- 


; moirs of his own Family might, one would 


think, have furnifhed him herewith; but not- 
withftanding this, he appeals to publick Regifters 
for the Reality of this his Defcent; and in his 
firft Book againft Apion, the fame learned Few 
fhews with what Care thefe publick Genealogical 
Tables were compleated and kept. 
«¢ The Genealogical Tables of the Jews were, at 
firft, a kind of written Lvidences or Title-Deeds, 
fhewing the Right which each Family or Tribe 
had to the Land they enjoyed by the Allotment 
of God ; and befides, as the Meffiah was, ac- 
cording to the Prophecies, to {pring out of the 
Tribe of Fudab 5 this was ftill to them a Reafon 
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*< of far greater Weight, to oblige that Tribe to 
** the utmoft Exaétnefs in recording and prefervin 
<* their Genealogies. And when out of the Tribe 
“ of Fudab, the Family of David was particularly 
«< chofen to govern the People of God, and this 
‘¢ higheft Honour was promifed to this Houfe, that 
“< the Mefiab fhould come of the Houfe of David; 
«© both their Title to the Crown, and their Expecta- 
“¢ tion of the Mefiahb, muft undoubtedly produce 
« the utmoft Truth and Nicety in colleéting, and 
¢¢ the moft diligent Care in preferving the facred Mo- 
«© numents of every Defcent in this Royal Houfe.” 
«© From hence then St. Matthew was furnifhed 
«¢ with his Genealogy ; and we need not queftion 
‘* but he hath honeftly and fairly tranfcribed it. 
‘¢ Had he done otherwife, he would have laid him- 
«¢ felf open to the Lafhes of the Zews ; who, in- 
*¢ ftead of being converted by what he wrote, would 
«¢ prefently have found out the Fallacy, and boldly 
«< have charged him with building the whole Fa- 


<< brick of his — on an unfound Foundation. 


«¢ And therefore, fince no Hiftory of Credit of 
** thofe Times is pretended to be offered, in Con- 
«< tradiétion to what he hath recorded, it cannot 
<< but be concluded that every ingenious Perfon 
** ought to affent to what St. Matthew hath here 
<¢ recorded, as to anundoubted Truth; viz. that the 
<¢ lineal Defcendants of Zorobabel were, ver. 13. 
“¢ Abiud, Eliakim, Azor, ver. 14. Sadoc, Achim, 
“6 Eltud, ver. 15. Eleazar, Matthan, and then Facob, 
‘© ver. 16. the Father of Fo/eph, the Hufband of Mary, 
‘¢ of whom was born Jefus, who is called Chrift. 

“© Matt.i. ver.17. So all the Generations from 
4¢ Abraham to David, are fourteen Generations: and 
4¢ from David until the carrying away into Babylon, 
“* are fourteen Generations : and from the carrying 
*« away into Babylon unto Chriff, are fourteen Gene- 
s© f40NS. 

in the fecond Part of this Treatife, the Genealo- 
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gies of our Lord, as given by St. Luke, are confi- 
dered, and reconciled with the Old Teftament: But 
an Account of what our Author has written upon 


that Head mutt be deferred toa fubfequent Hiftory, 


——— 


ARTICLE XI. 


A Treatife of Aftronomy ; wherein the Diur- 

~ nal Motions of the Heavenly Bodies, and the 
annual Motion of the Sun, and the Sun's 
various Difiances from the Earth, together 
with the Inequabihities of the Sun's Motions 
throughout the Year, are accounted for ac- 
cording to the Ptolemaick, Semi-Tychonick, 
and Copernican Syfiems ; and particularly 
the third Motion of the Earth, and the Ap- 
plication of it, in accounting for the Sun's 
apparent Motions in the Copernican Syfem, 
as fet forth by a Machine defcribed in its 
proper Place: Wherein alfo Rules, founded 
upon known Optical Principles, are delivered 
Sor determining the Angles of Refraction of 
the Sun, Moon, and Stars, at all Altitudes 
above the fenfible Horizon; and wherein the 
Sun’s Diurnal Parallax is determined by 
Demonftration, founded upon moft authentic 
Objfervation. By John Shuttleworth, 4... 
Prebendary of Sarum. London, printed for 
§. Wilmot, Book/eller in Oxford; and for 
E. Eafton, Book/eller in Silver-ftreet, 1738. 


Y the Endeavours and Encouragement of feveral 
learned and great Patrons, many confiderable 
Advances from time to time (our Author fays) have 
been made in the Science of Aftronomy ; but {till 
feveral Inequabilities in the Motions of ~ (at 
| | eait) 
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teaft) of the Planets remain to be folved, whereby 
the moft knowing and inquifitive Aftronomer muft 
needs be convinced, that the Methods and Con- 
trivances by which the Bodies in the glorious Frame 
of the Univerfe are governed, difpofed and laid 
with fuch deep Subtilty, as befpeaks that Almighty 
Being, who is underitood to be God, to be the 
Author of them. 

To anfwer this Purpofe, that is, to account for 
he forefaid Inequabilities, and fo to convince Man- 
kind in general, I fuppofe, as well as the moft in- 
quifitive Aftronomers, of the divine Architeéture 
of the Univerfe, our Author invented the Machine 
referred to in his Title Page. And thereby he 
makes out, as he fays, a Variety of Aftronomical 
Truths; of which he has attempted to give us a 
general Underftanding in his Preface. 

In the Compofition of his Book (of which the 
Title of this Article is a fufficient Account) he has 
endeavoured, he tells us, to make himfelf as intel- 


ligible as poffibly he could, and to confirm his Af- 
fertions and Conclufions by moft certain Proofs, 
founded upon the Elements of Ewclid, and upon 
Trigonometry for the moft part, and to illuftrate 
what he affirms with proper Annotations. 


ARTICLE XI. 

The Cafe of a Murther in Hertfordthire. Found 
among ft the Papers of that eminent Lawyer, 
Sir John Maynard, Jate one of the Lords 
Commiffioners of the great Seal of England. 


THE Cafe, or rather Hiftory of a Cafe, that 
happened in the County of Hertford, I thought 

good to report here, tho’ it happened in the fourth 
Year of King Carles the Firft, that the Memory 
of it may not be loft by Mifcarriage of my Papers, 
or otherwife. I wrote the Evidence that was given, 
which I and many others did hear, and I wrote 
It 
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it exactly according to what was depofed at the 
Trial, at the Bar of the King’s- Bench, viz. 

Fohan Norkott, Wife of Arthur Norkott, being 
murthered, the Queftion was, How fhe came by 
her Death? The Coroner’s Inqueft, on View of 
the Body, and Depofitions of Mary Norkotr, Fobn 
Okeman, and gnes his Wife, inclined to find 
Fohan Norkott Felon de fe; for they informed the 
Coroner and Jury that fhe was found dead in her 
Bed, the Knife fticking in the Floor, and her 
Throat cut. That the Night before, fhe went 
to Bed with her Child, her Hufband being ab- 
fent, and that no other Perfon, after fuch time as 
fhe was gone to Bed, came into the Houfe, the 
Examinants lying in the outer Room, and they 
muft needs have {een or known if any Stranger had 
come in. Whereupon the Jury gave up to the 
Coroner their Verdict, that fhe was Felon de fe; 
but afterwards upon Rumour among the Neighbour- 
hood, and their Obfervation of divers Circumftances, 
which manifefted that fhe did not, nor according to 
thofe Circumitances could pothbly murther herfelf ; 
thereupon the Jury, whofe Verdict was not yet 
drawn into Form by the Coroner, defired the Coro- 
ner, that the Body which was buried might be taken 
up outof the Grave, which the Coroner affented to 5 
and thirty Days after her Death, fhe was taken up 
in the Prefence of the Jury and a great Number of 
the People: Whereupon the Jury chang’d their Ver- 
dict, The Perfons being try’d at Hertford Affizes 
were acquitted ; but fo much againft the Evidence, 
that Judge Harvey let fall his Opinion, that it were 
better an Appeal were brought, than fo foul a 
Murther efcape unpunifhed. And Pafcha 4 Car. 
they were try’d on the Appeal, which was brought 
by the young Child, againft his Father, Grand- 
mother, and Aunt, and her Hufband Okeman. And 
becaufe the Evidence was fo flrange, I took exact 
and particular Notice, and it was as follows, viz. 

After 








154 The Works oftheLEARNED. Ait. 12, 


After the Matter above-mentioned related, an an- 
cient and grave Perfon, Minifter to the Parifh where 
the Fact was committed (being {worn to give Evi. 
dence according to Cuftom) depofed, That the Body 
being taken up out of the Grave thirty Days after 
the Party’s Death ; and lying on the Grafs, and the 
four Defendants prefent; they were required each of 
them to touch the dead Body. Okeman’s Wife fell 
upon her Knees, and prayed God to fhew a Token of 
her Innocency, or to fome fuch Purpofe ; her very 
Words I have forgot. The Appellees did touch the 
dead Body; whereupon the Brow of the Dead, which 
was before a livid and carrion Colour (that was the 
verbal Expreffion in terminis of the Witnefs) began 
to have a Dew, or gentle Sweat, arife on it, which 
increas’d by degrees, till the Sweat ran down in 
Drops on the Face ; the Brow turned and changed 
to a lively and frefh Colour, and the Dead opened 
one of her Eyes, and fhut it again; and this 
opening the Eye was done three feveral times ; 
fhe likewife thruft out the Ring or Marriage Fin- 
ger three times, and pulled it in again, and the 
Finger dropped Blood from it on the Grafs, 

Sir Nich Hide, Chief Juftice; feeming to doubt 
the Evidence, afked the Witnefs, Who faw this be- 
fides you? | 

Witaefs. 1 cannot fwear what others faw ; but, 
my Lord (faid he) I do believe the whole Com- 
pany faw it; and if it had been thought a Doubt, 
Proof would have been made of it, and many would 
have attefted with me. 

Then the Witnefs obferving fome Admiration in 
the Auditors, he fpake farther. My Lord, I am 
Minilter of the Parifh, and have long known all 
the Parties, but never had any Occafion of Difplea- 
fure againit any of them, nor had to do with them, 
or they with me, but as I was Minifter: The Thing 
was wonderful to me, but I have no Intereft in the 

Matter, 
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Matter, but as called upon to teftify the Truth, 
that I have done. | 

This Witnefs was 2 very reverend Perfon, as I 
gueffed was about feventy Years of Age; his Teftimo- 
ny was delivered gravely and temperately, butto the 
great Admiration of the Auditory. Whereupon 
applying himfelf to the Chief Juftice, he faid, 

My Lord, my Brother here prefent is Minifter of 
the next Parifh adjacent, and I am affured faw alk 
done that I have affirmed. Therefore that Perfon 
was alfo fworn to give Evidence, and did depofé 
in every Point, viz. the Sweating of the Brow, the 
Change of its Colour, Opening of the Eye, and 
the thrice Motion of the Finger, and drawing it 
in again ; only the firft Witnefs added, that he 
himfelf dipped his Finger in the Blood which came 
from the dead Body to examine it, and he {ware he 
believed it was Blood. 

I conferred afterwards with Sir Edmund Powell, 
Barrifter at Law, and others, who all concurr’d in 
the Obfervation, For myfelf, if I were upon Oath, 
can depofe that thefe Depofitions, efpecially of the 
firft Witnefs, are truly reported in Subftance. 

The other Evidence was given againft the Prifon- 
ers, viz. the Grandmother of the Plaintiff, and 
againft Okeman and his Wife, that they confefs’d 
they lay in the next Room to the dead Perfon that 
Night, and that none came into the Houfe till they 
found her dead the next Morning ; therefore if fhe 
did not murther herfelf, they muft be the Mur- 
therers, 

To that end further Proof was made. 

Firft, That fhe lay in a compos’d Manner in 
her Bed, the Bed-Clothes nothing at all difturb’d, 
and her Child by her in Bed, 

Secondly, Her Throat cut from Ear to Ear, and 
her Neck broken; and if fhe firft cut her Throat, the 
could not break her Neck in the Bed, nor contra. 

Thirdly, 
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Thirdly, There wasno Blood in the Bed, faving thére 
was a Tinéture of Blood on the Bolfter;, whereoh her 
Head lay; but no Subftance of Blood at all. 

Fourthly, From the Bed’s-head there was a Stream of 
Blood on the Floor, which run along, till it ponded in 
the Beridings of the Floor to a very great Quantity ; and 
there was alfo anothet Stream of Blood off the Floot at 
the Bed’s-feet, which potided alfo on the Floor to another 
great Quantity ; but no Continuance or Communication 
of Blood of either of thefe two Places, from one to the 
other, neither upon the Bed; fo that fhe bled in two 
Places feverally : And it was depofed, turning up the Matt 
of the Bed, there were Clotts of congealed Blood in the 
Straw of the Matt underneath. 

Fifthly, The bloody Knife was found in the Morning, 
fticking in the Floor a good Diftancé from thé Bed ; but 
the Point of the Knife as it ftuck was towards the Bed, 
and the Haft from the Bed. 

Laftly, There was a Print of the Thumb and four 
Fingers of a Left-Hand. 

Sir Nich. Hide, Chief Juftice, faid to the Witneis, 
How can you know the Print of a Left-Hand from the 
Print of a Right-Hand in fuch a Cafe? 

Witnefs. My Lord, it is hard to defcribe ; but if it pleafe 
that honourable Judge to put his Left-Hand upon your 
Left-Hand, you cannot poffibly place your Right-Hand 
in the fame Pofture: Which being done, and appearing 
fo, the Defendants had time to make their Defence, but 
gave no Evidence to any purpofe. The Jury departed 
trom the Bar, and returning acquitted Okeman, and found 
the other three guilty; who being feverally demanded 
what they could fay, why Judgment fhould not be pro- 
nounced, faid nothing ; but each of them faid, I did not 
do it, I did not do it. 

Judgment was given, and the Grandmother, and the 
Hufband executed ; but the Aunt had the Privilege to be 
{pared Execution, being with Child. 

I inquired if they confefs’d any thing at their Execu- 
tion, but did not as I was told, 


This very odd Cafe was communicated by Dr. Rawlin{on ; 
‘who fent it as a Curiofity worth preferving, * 





